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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY: 
Ensign Ralph D. Weyerbacher to be an assistant naval con

structor. 
Ensign Thomas B. Richey to be an assistant naval con

structor. 
The following-named lieutenant commanders to be com-

manders: 
Joel R. P. Pringle, 
Charles J. Lang, and 
Martin E. Trench. 
The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenant com-

manders: 
John D. Wainwright, 
Harry K. Cage, 
Charles S. Freeman, 
Robert L. Berry, and 
Ward K. Wortman. 
Passed .Asst. Paymaster James F. Kutz to be a paymaster. 

POSTMASTER. 
ALASKA. 

Augustus E. Kindell, Skagway. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
- FRIDAY, August 93, 19n. 

The House met at 12 o'clock .noon. 
Prayer by the Rev. William Couden, of Norwalk, Ohio, as 

follows: 
Again, 0 God, Thou layest upon us the solemn trust of a day. 

How fair it drops upon us from Thy hand! We pray that Thou 
wilt comfort us with the sense of Thine all-searching presence 
and neYer-failing strength. Illumine our minds and hearts and 
wills with the light that radiates through Thy Son, our Savior 
Jesus Christ. Make us faithful to our Nation, om· homes, om· 
friends, our fellow men, and our own manhood, and enable U8 
to put back into Thine eternal keeping these hours of service, all 
untarnished by sin. For Jesus' sake. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
appro\ed. 

REPORTS ON INYESTIGATION OF STEEL TRUST. 

. Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the committee lo 
investigate violations of the act of 1 90, and other acts, I desire 
to submit the following report (H. Rept. 1127). 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky sends up u 
report from the committee to investigate the Steel Trust. 1t 
i8 ordered printed and put on the calendar. 

l\Ir. YOUNG of l'ilichigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent that the minority may have the usual time of five days in 
which to file the minority vi~ws. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks that the 
minority may have five days in which to file their views. f3 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

l\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I send up a supple-
mental report of my own from the minority. 

The SPEAKER. Is this the minority report? 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. It is one of the minority reports. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. It is one of the minority reports. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not ha.Ye any official informa

tion that there were more than one. It is ordered printed and 
put on the calendar. . 

1\fr. STERLING. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to present my 
separate views on the steel investigation. 

The SP.EAKER. The gentleman· from Illinois sends up hi.:; 
views, which are ordered printed an.d put on the calendar. The 
Chair will suggest to whoever has charge of these things that 
these reports ought to be printed together. The Chair· will ask 
the gentleman from Michigan if this is all of them? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. No, Mr. Speaker; Mr. GARDNER of 
Massachusetts will present a report which is agreed on by 
three members, at least, of the committee; but he does not seem 
to be in his seat this morning. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask whether that report is 
likely to be presented to-day? . 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. It is ready now. 
Mr. MA:NN. I suggest that, when presented, all the reports 

be printed together. -
. l\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. Might it not be just as well to 
leave that matter open until Mr .. GARDNER of Massachusetts is 
present, which will be during the day? 

The SPKA..KER. Very well, then. 
Subsequently, 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. l'ij:r. S~aker, I _presen·t a 

report containing the views of the minority of the special com-

n;tittee elected to investigate the· United States Steel Corpora
tion, and I ask unanimous consent that it be printed as a docu
ment separate from tpe main report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (~r. CURLEY). The gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] submits a minority report 
of the committee on the investigation of the Steel Tru t and 
~sk~ that it be printed as a separate document. Is there ob
Jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears n:one, and it is so 
ordered. (H. Rept. 1127, pt. 2.) · 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill 
of the following title: 

H. R.15509. An act to authorize the construction and mainte
nance of a sewer pipe upon and across the Fort Rodman Mili
tary Reservation at New Bedford, Mass. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
up.on. its amendments ~o. the bill (H. R. 250G9) making appro
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government ·for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes, dis
agreed _to b;v the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing yotes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WARREN, Mr. 
PERKINS, and Mr. CuLBERSON as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

CONFERENCE REPORT, MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the bill H. R. 24450, the Military Academy appropriation bill 
and ask unanimous consent that the statement may be read 
instead of the report 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir(J'inia calls up the 
conference report on the l'ililitary Academy bill and asks that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair .hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 24450) making appropriations for the support of the 

Military Academy for the fiscal year ending· June 30, 1913, and for 
other purposes. 

The conference report is as follows : 

CO ii"FERENCE REPORT (NO. 1122). 

The committee of conference on tbe disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the am~ndments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
24450) making appropriations.for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference.have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend . to their respective Houses as 
follows: . 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 10. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend

ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 5, G, 7, 8, 9, and 11, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1 : That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an al)lendment as follows: In line 11 of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, after the 
word "hereafter," sti:~ke out tbe word "graduates" and insert 
in lieu the words "a graduate " ; in line 13, after the word 
"from," strike out the words "West Point, N. Y.," and in
sert in lieu the words " his home " ; in line 14, after the word 
"which," strike out the words "they first join" and insert in 
lieu the words "he first joins " ; and in line 14, beginning after 
the word "duty," strlke out all the rest of the amendment down 
to and including the word "strength," in line 28; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, after 
the word "sergeant," strike out the. word "six" and insert in 
lieu the word " eight"; in line 4, after the word "sergeants," 
strike qut the word " eight " and insert in lieu the word " ten " ; 
in line 4, after the word "musicians," strike out the word 
"forty" and insert in lieu the words" thirty-eight " ; and in line 
5, after the word "and,'' strike out the word " forty " and insert 
in lieu the words "thirty-eight"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

JAMES HAY, 
JAMES L. SLAYDEN, 
GEO. W. PRINCE, 

Managers on; the part of the House. 
H. A. DU PONT, 
F. E. WARREN, 
Jos. F. JoHNSTON, 

Managers on tho vart of the Senate. 
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The statement wns rend, as follows: 

STATEMENT. 

The managers on the pnrt of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on H. R. 24450 submit 
the following statement: · 

Amendment No. 1 provides for the appointment of two cadets 
from the l>istrict Columbia and for mileage to graduates of 
West Point when ordered to their stations; it also provides for ::t 
new method of ~pointment of cadets to West Point. The House 
agreed to the first two provisions of the amendment and re
fused to agree to the last provision and receded with an amend-
ment. • 

Amendment No. 2 provides for two assistant professors in the 
department of English and history, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 3 makes a verbal correction, and the House 
recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 4 and 5 provide that tlle engineer detach
ment now at West Point shall remain t~re permanentJy, nnd 
the House recedes with an amendment increasing the sergeants 
and corporals by four and cutting off four privates. 

Amendment No. 6 di penses with the name of the typewriter 
authorized, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 7 makes a verbal change, and the House 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 8 gives to the Secretary of War the authority 
to grant leave of absence to the Superintendent of the l\1ilitary 
Academy, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 10 struck out the House provision for the 
relief of Lieut. Col. J. l\f. Carson, and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 11 provides for the promotion of Col. Wilcox, 
a professor at the academy, and the House recedes. . 

JAMES HAY, 
JAMES L. SLAYDEN' 
GEO. w. PRINCE, 

Managers o·n the pa.rt of the Honse. 

l\fr. IIAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con
ference report. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was 
adopted. 
RIGHT FOR ELECTRIC RAILROAD, ETC., ACROSS VANCOUVER ]4ILITARY 

RESERVATION • • 

Mr. HAY. l\fr. Speaker, I call up the . conference report on 
the SP.Jlate bill 4663 and ask uranimous consent that the state
ment be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia calls up the 
confei·ence report, which the C!erk will read, and aski:; unani
mous consent that the statement be' read in lieu of the report. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none . . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 4663) ~ranting to the Washington-Oregon Corporation 

the right for an elect ric railroad and for telephone, telegraph, and elec
tric transmission lines across the Vancouver Military Reservation in 
the State of Washington. 

The conference report is as follows :.. 

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1072) . 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of tho 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill ( S. 
4663) granting to the Washington-Oregon Corporation a right 
of way for an electric railroad, and for telephone, telegraph, 
and electric-transmission lines across the Vancouver Military 
Resenation, in the State of Washington, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 3. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend

ments of the House numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same. 
' JAMES HAY, 

S. H. DE!"l'T, Jr., 
JULIUS KAHN' 

Managers on the part of the House. · 
H. A. DU PONT, 
F. E. WARREN, 
Jos. F. JOHNSTON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement was read, as follows: 

STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House make the following 
statement with regard to the action of the conferees on S. 4663: 

The amendments of the House Nos. 1 and 2 struck out of the 
Senate bill the words " the right" and the word " grant" and 
inser ted the word "license," and the Senat~ receded. 

The House inserted the words " at the discretion of the Sec
retary of War " in place of the. words " during the pleasure of 
Congress," and the House recedes. 

JAMES HAY; 
S. H. DENT, Jr., 
JULJUS KAHN' 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HAY. l\fr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the r~port. 
The question was taken, and the report was adopted. 

IRON AND STEEL SCHEDULE. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I desire to return the 
papers on the bill amending thE: iron and steel schedule to the 
House, reporting a disagreement on the part of the conferees. 

The SPEA.KER. The Clerk will report the title. 
The Clerk read as follows; 
H. R. 18642. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to provide 

revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes," approved August 5, 1909. • 

The SPEAKER. The gentlerr.an from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDER
WOOD] reports a disagreement on the part of the conferees on 
the bill H. R. 18642. . -:. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I move to take the steel 
bill (H. R. 18642) from the Speaker's table and further insist 
on the disagreement of the House . to Senate amendments Nos. 
3 and 4. Senate amendment No. 3 is an amendment repealing 
the Canadian reciprocity pact and Senate amendment No. 4 is 
merely a technical amendment renumbering the bill. 

The SPEAKER. What is the number of the amendments? 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Senate amendments Nos. 3 and 4. Sen

ate amendments Nos. 1 and 2 have already been agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. Are these two amendments the only ones 

pending? 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. The only ones pending. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDER

woon J moves to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 
18642, and to further insist on the disagreement to Senate 
amendments numbered 3 and 4. . 

l\fr. l\L.\NN. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. I do not know as I have any objection to the 

action proposed to be taken, but is not this a con.ference report 
that, under the rules, would have to be printed in the ~RD? 
The bill is not on the Speaker's table. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. It is there now, because I returned it 
there. -

l\Ir. MANN. That action does not return it to the Speaker's 
table. It is in the custody of the House and not of the Speaker. 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. I do not agree to that. The ~per 
place for it is to go to the Speaker's table, and there is no con
ference report in the matter. The gentleman would be accu
rate if there was a conference report to be acted upon. E!lt it 
is the custom and precedent of the House when the total dis
agreement is reported that there is no action required by the 
Ho.use. We therefore have no conference report to act upon, 
and the reading of the rule clearly establishes the fact that 
the purpose of the report and statement is to indicate to the 
House the points at issue between the conferees. The report 
made does not require action by the House. I do not des!:re to 
call up any report. I merely move to take from the Speaker's 
table the bill, and I think, Mr. Speaker, my motion is clearly in 
order and I insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois, when this comes back here in this shape, is it or is it 
not in the exact position it was when it was first taken from the 
Speaker's table? 

1\Ir .. MANN. If the bill had come from the Senate it would 
go to the Speaker's table for reference to a co mittee. The bill 
has been to the committee and is not on the Speaker's table 
now. It is a conference report reported back from the com
mittee and is in possession of the House, and like any other bill 
that is in the possession of the House is in the hands of the 
Clerk. . I wish the gentleman would not precipitate a question of 
that kind. He could get what he wants by unanimous consent. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Illi
nois that I am going to insist on the motion because I think 
I am correct. But if the gentleman does not want the question 
raised-and I think I have a right to raise the question- I am 
perfectly willing, if the gentleman does not want any precedent 
made, to ask unanimous consent to consider the iron and steel 
bill. The only reason I want to take it up at this time is that 
it will facilitate adjournment. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to taking it up. I f. the 
gentleman's contention is con-ect, when a conference report on 
the naval bill, for instance, is submitted to the House, th9 con
f eren ce r epor t under the r ule ·could not be acted upon, but the 
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amendments could be acted on. The purpose of ·the rule is to 
J:::a ve tlle conference report printed for a day in the RECORD S() 
that the House may have notice o-f what the agreement or dis
agreement is. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The Chair will sugg~st that in this case 
there is no report 

Mr. MANN. Oh, there is a conference report. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. No report to be acted upon. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, I say there is a conference report. 
The SPEAKER. Have the two gentlemen come to an. agree

ment about what they are going to do? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would rather not take up the time of 

the Chair if unanimous consent is given, but otherwise I would 
like to argue the point of order with the Chair. But first I 
wiil ask unanimous consent that I may present the iron and 
steel bill to the House for the purpose of moving to disagree 
to Senate amendments numbered 3 and 4. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
WOOD] asks unanimous consent to present to the House the iron 
and steel bill for the purpose of disagreeing to Senate amend· 
men ts numbered 3 and 4. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. · 
l\Ir. U:NDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I mo-ve to disagree to 

Senate amendments numbered 3 and 4. I do not desire to dis
cu s the question, but if gentlemen on that side do desire to 
di cuss it I will not object. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. l\Ir. Speaker, I want to enter- a motion to con
cur in the amendments regarding the reciprocity pact. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman · !rom New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] moves to concur in Senate amendments numbered 3 and 4. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New York if he desires any time? 

l\Ir. PAYNE. I do not. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Ur. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 

of the gentleman from New York [1\.fr. PAYNE] to concur in 
Senate amendments numbered 3 and 4. 

The question was taken, and the motion to concur was 
rejected. , 

Mr. fil"DERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, a negath·e on the motion 
to concur c>arries a motion to nonconcur. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; that carries the other- proposition 
with it. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. · 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unaruinous consent, leave of absence was granted-
To l\Ir. DOUGHTON, for 10 days, on account of illness in his 

family. 
To Mr. WILSON of New Yorkt for 10 days, on account of 

illness. 
DUTIES ON MANUFACTURES OF COTTON. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Now, ~fr. Speaker, I move that the
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whoie House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 25034) to reduce the duties on manufactnresi of cotton. 

The SPEAKER. 'l'he gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
WOOD] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con 
sideration of H. R. 25034-the cotton bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, I 
would like to see i! I can reach an agreement with the gentleman 
trom New York [Mr. PAYNE] as to. the time of general debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would say to the gentleman that r do not 
know much about it. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HILL] wants some time. 

Mr. HILL. YQS; I would like some- .time, Mr. Speaker, and 
I understand that the gentleman from Wisconsin [l\fr. LE'NRooT] 
de ires time, and one gentleman from Iowa, Judge GHEEN, also-de
sires time. I think altogether four or five hours would be required. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want? 
1\fr. HILL. I should like to have an hour and a half if I can 

have it. 
l\Ir. 1\fANN. And I would like to ha'\"e half an hour. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\1r. Speaker, I can not agree to that 

length of time. I am willing to ugree to three hours' general de-
bate on the bilJ, but I can not agree to a l-0uger time than that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the- gentleman that this side is 
asking for about four hours. 

l\Ir. U)lDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that this bill is the identi(!::tl bill that was discussed for 
oyer hvo weeks in the House, and there is no change in it, 
and it is necessary to pa-ss it in order to reach an adjournment. 

;\fr. PAY.NE. The gentleman refers to the· debate tbat was 
had a year ago? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
1\fr. P AY1\'E, And before the report of the Tariff Board ~.me 

in on the bill? ' 
Mr .• UNDERWOOD. I am willing to agree to three· hours' 

· general debat~, and I think pos ibly I can yield some of my 
time to gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. HILL. l\Iake it five hours. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not agree to more than three 

hours-an hour and a half' on a side. I will endea-vor to yield 
half an hour of that to gentlemen on the other "side. 

Mr. LENROOT. l\Iy views not coinciding exactly with those 
of eithe~ the majority or minority of the committee, I dislike 
to ask time at the hands of either of .them. 

· Mr. UNDERWOOD. Three hours of debate will allow· three 
speeches, and if it is agreed to, I will be willing to give half an 
hour of my time to any gentleman that the gentleman from 
New York [l\f111. PAYNE] desires me to yield it to. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have half an hourr myself. 
l\Ir. HILL. I would like to appeal to the chairman of the 

· Committee- on Ways and Means on the ground that under the 
rule each member o! the committee is entitled by virtue of his 
membership to an hour. 

l\1r. UNDERWOOD. I do not know of any rule of that kind!.. 
I ~ay sugge t that the gentleman has brought a new rule into 

· this Hou~e at. t~is.time. If Congress is to adjourn at an early 
day, I think it is lIDportant that this bill be passed to-<Iay. I 
should like to .s·ee if I ean come to some agreement with gentle
men on that side about the consideration of the bill under the 

I five-minute rule .. ! understand you have a substitute. If you 
have, and are willing to take that substitute instead of amend
ment Ynder the five-minute rule, I am willing to have a greater 
latitude in general debate. 

~Ir. PAYNE. As far as I am concerned, there is no dispo-
sition to try to make single amendments to the bill. · 

l\1r. LENROOT. If I can get the time in general debate I 
will not take any time under the five-minute rule. If I ~an 
not, I shall have to take it under the five-minute rule. 

I Mr. UJ\'"DERWOOD. UndouOtedJy; but I want to make a 
reasonable agreement with gentlemen on that side so that we 
can · disp()se- or the bill to-day. ' 

l\Ir. ~IAl\TN. Does the gentleman think it is· reasonable to 
insist-- · 

Mr. PAYNE. I sugg~st to the gentleman that we have five 
hours' general debate and no debate under the five-minute rule. 

r If any amendments are offered, I do not suppose we can cut 
them off, but they can be decided without debate. ' 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman wants five hours' gen- · 
eral debate--

Mr PAY1'TE. T should like three hours of it on this sid~. r 
do not want over 5 minutes myself, or 10 at the outsid~. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is enlarging his demand 
for time on that side. Five hours' general debate means two 
hours and a half on a side. 

lli. PAYNE. For myself I do not want more than 5 or 10 
minutes. 

l\Ir. MANN. The gentleman from· Connecticut [Mr. Hru.] 
desires an hour and a half, the gentleman from Wisconsin [l\Ir. 
LENROOT] desires an hour. I desire half an hour, which I think 
is a very modest request. I do not think, on a great bill like 
this, the gentleman shoul:d insist on cutting off rea onable debate~ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The gentleman from Connecticut ~fr'. 
HILL], under the rules of the House, would be entitled to only 
an hour. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT} would 
be entitled to an hour. The gentleman from Illinois says he 
only wants half an hour. 

l\Ir. MANN. I would be entitled to an hour. I only want 
half an hour fur myself. r want to yield the other half hour to 
the gentleman from Connecticut. 
• .Mr. U:l\"DERWOOD. We are trying to rea.cli an agreement, 
and I hope the· gentleman will be reasonable about it. If we 
can reach an agreemeRt for four hours' general debate, two 
hours and a half to be controlled by the gentleman from New 
Y·ork [Mr. PAYNE] and an hour and a half to be controlled by, 
myself, an.d that the gentlemen on that side of the House shall be 
entitled to offer a: substitute, and the previous question be ordered 
and the bill voted on, I will ask unanimous consent for that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And to consider the bill in the House as 
in ·committee of the Whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to consider the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole; 
that there be four hours' general debate, two and one-half hours 

i

1 ef it to be controlled by the gentleman from New Yorlr [Mr. 
PAYNE], one and one-half hours to be controlled by myself; that 
at the end of that time the previous question shall be ordered, 
With the umlerstanding that gentlemen on that side of the House 
may offer a substitute, and that then the vote shall be taken~ 

.. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest to the gentle

man that if he would make it half an hour more on this side 
I think we could reach an agreement, although that will discom
mode some gentlemen who are very anxious to talk on the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Sr>eaker, with the understanding 
that we are not to ha-ve ~my five-minute debate, four hours and 
a half will carry it to 5 o'clock, and I will yield to the gentle
man's wh;hes. 

. The SPEAKER. How much time does each side get? The 
Chair wants to know how to apportion the time. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
may be considered in th8 House. as in Committee of the Whole ; 
that there shall be four hours and one-half general debate, 
three hours to be controlled by the gentleman from New York, 
one hour and a half by myself, and that at the end of that time 
the gentlemen on that side of the House may have the privilege 
of offering a substitute, and . that then the previous question 
shall be -considered as ordered on the substitute, and the bill 
to its final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that general debate shall continue not more than 
four and a half hours; that three hours of that time shall be 
controlled by the gentleman from New Yol'lc and au hour and a 
half by himself; that at the end of the four hours and a half 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered, and the 
gentleman from New York shall ha>e the privilege of offering 
a substitute; and that the previous question shall be ordered, 
both on the bill and the substitute. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. Resening the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
want to say that if there is any l\Iember on this side who desires 
to offer an amendment I shall object, but I do not desire to 
offer any. · 

l\.fr. UNDERWOOD. There can be no objection to cutting off 
consideration under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. LENROOT. No; and I shall not object if any Member 
does not wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I do not object, Mr. Speaker, simply because, 
under the statement of the gentleman from Alabama, with the 
majority of the House behind him, determined to cut off debate 
on the bill, we can accomplish nothing by it, although I think 
it is a >ei:y autocratic proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
from New York to consume the greater· portion of bis time 
because the time used on this side will probably all b~ used in 
answering the arguments. I made a statement yesterday in 
reference to the bill, and I have no further statement to make 
at this time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 50 minutes to the gentle
man from Connecticut [Mr. HILL]~ 

Mr. 'HILL. Mr. Speaker, when the Democratic cotton bill 
was reported in the Ways and Means Committee--

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from Connecticut will par
don me, I understand that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] would like to address the House now, and if the gentle
man from Connecticut will yield back his time I will yield 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HILL. I am perfectly willing. 
Mr. PAYNE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will yield 30 minutes to 

the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\IANN]. 
Mr. MANN. Mi. Speaker, I propose to make brief reference 

to the legislative history of our country for the last half cen
tury. That history may be divided into three distinctive 
periods. · 

The first, consisting of 14 years, extended from March 4, 
1861, to March 4, 1 75, during which time, w!th the exception of 
President Johnson, the Republicans were in control of the Gov
ernment, including the House of Representatives. That period 
was alive with great questions and filled with the legislative 
solution of progressirn policies of tremendous importance. The 
Civil ·war was carried on and ended. Slavery was abolished. 
The Union was presened. A tremendous army was disbanded 
and returned to peaceful pursuits. The homestead law was 
passed. Tbe Department of Agriculture was created. Agri
C\lltural and industrial colleges were provided for by national 
aid. Alaska was acquired. The return of specie payments was 
provided for. The connection of the.· far east and the far 
west by transcontinental railroads was inaugurated and the de
velopment of the great West commenced. '.rhe system of build
ing up American industries by the aid of a protective tariff was 
determined· upon and carried into effect. 

In spite of the tremendous loss by war, the development of 
the counb.·y was marvelous beyond prior conception. 

'l'he second period extends from .March 4, 1875, to March 4, 
1897-22 years. During that time the Democrats had control 

of the House of Representatives all of the time, with the excep
tion of ~hree two-year terms. From March 4, 1881, to March .f, 
1883, from March 4, 1889, to l\.farch 4, 1891, nnd from March 4, 
!895, to March 4, 1897, the House was Republican, but during 
the rest of the 22 years the House was Democratic. 

The third period extends from March 4, 1897, to March 4, 
19l1-14 years--during which time the Hcpublicans were in 
control both in the House and in the presidential office. 

During these 14 years the gold financial i:.tandard was firmly 
established; Cuba was freed; Hawaii, Porto Rico, and other 
insular possessions acquired; the Department of Commerce nnd 
Labor was created; the Agricultural Depart~ent was developed 
and expanded; the regulation of railroads an'd interstate com
merce was >itallzed; the irrigation of arid lands by national 
aid was provided for; the difficulties surrounding au isthmian 
canal were removed, and the construction of the Panama 
Canal was authorized and commenced; the Navy was enlarged 
and really recreated; the pure-food law was enacted; white 
slavery was attacked by national legislation; a drastic meat
inspection law was passed; the daily hours of labor on rail
ways was restricted; the use of many safety appliances on rail
roads was required; a general policy of national forests was 
started; c_onservation of natural resources was made a c.mni
nant issue; water-power sites and coal and ether mineral lands 
reserved from exploitation; the construction of dam.s and 
bridges over navigable waters was regulateL1 by law; rural free 
delivery of mail w:ts provided for; an income-tax amendment 
was submitted to the States, and such an impetus was given to 
industrial development that the growth and e:l.rpansion of ma
terial prosperity during those 14 years has never been equaled 
or approached in any other period of the world's history. [Ap
plause.] 

Take, for example, what was accompli&b.ed ia one 10-year 
period. 

From the year 1!)00 to 1910, while the population of our . 
country increased from 76,000,000 to 92,000,000, the national 
wealth increased from $88,000,000,000 to $137 ,000,000,000. 

The ·savings deposits increased from $2,389,000,000 to $4,-
070,000,000. 

The postal receipts increased from $102,000,000 to $224,-
000,000. 

The. expenditures for public· schools increased from $200,-
000,000 to $401,000,000. I 

The ·number of depositors in savings banks increased from 
6,107,000 to 9,142,000. 

The capital inYested in mauufactur.es increased from $8,-
978,000,000 to $18,237,000,000, the wages and salaries paid in 
manufactures increased from $2,390,000,000 to $4,353,000,000, 
and the products of manufactures increased from $11,411,000,000 
to $20,092,000,000, these figures not including neighborhood 
industries or hand trades. 

The materials consumed in manufactures increased from 
$6,577,000,000 to $11,675,000,000, the number of employees from 
5,079,000 to 7,399,000, and the primary horsepower used in
creased fr.:>m 10,098,000 to 19,065,000. 

Tpese are tbe figures of the census for the respectfre years 
1900 and 1910, though as to manufactures they relate to the 
years 1899 and 1909. 

During the same period, from 1900 to 1910, tbe >alue of the 
farm laui'ls increased from $13,000,000,000 to $28,000,000,000. 
The value of the farm buildings from $3,556,000,000 to $6,-
294,000,000. The value of the farm implements and machinery 
from $749,000,000 to $1,261,000,000. 

The exports from our country increased from $1,370,000,000 
to $2,049,fiOO,OOO, and in the year ending June 30, 1912, the 
manufactures exported from this country, not including food
stuffs, amounted to the enormous sum of o>er one- thousand 
million dollars. 

While from 1 99 to 190!) the school population in the public 
graded anrJ high schools increased only from 21,917,000 to 
24,239,000, tbe expenses for public schools increased from 
$200,154,000 to $401,397,000. 

In 1900 the farm value of the corn produced in the country 
was $751,000,000; in 1910 it was $1,523,000,000. Tbe farm 
value of the wheat produced in 1900 was $323,000,000; in 1910 
$621,000,000. • 

The farm value of oats produced in 1900 was ~OS,000,000; 
in 1910, $384,000,000. The farm value of cotton produced in 
1900 was $438,000,000; in 1910, $820,000,000. The farm value 
of cotton seed increased from $77,000,000 during the 10 years to 
$142,000,000. 

The value of horses in 1900 was $603,000,000; in 1910, $2,-
276,000,000. The value of milch cows in 1900 was $514,000,000; 
.in 1910, $780,000,000. The value of sheep in 1900· was $122,-
000,000; in 1910, $233,000,000. The value of llogs in 1900 was 
,$185,000,000; in 1910, $436,000,000. 
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· The total v.alue of farm animals in 1900 was $2,228~000,000; 
in 1910, $5,138,000,000. 

The total value on the farm of farm productions in 1900 was 
$5,017,000,000; in 1910, $8,926,000,000. . 

The total production of coal in 1900 was 240,000TOOO long tons; 
in 1910, 477,000,000. 

The total production of pig iron in moo was 13,789,000 tons; ' 
in 1910, 27,298,000 tons. 

The production of petroleum in 1900 was 2,672.000,000 galions; 
in 1910, 8,801,000,000 gallons. 

Nothing so marvelous in increase of production antl prosperity 
was ever before known. The wise legisiatio.n put upon the 
statute books by' the Rep-ublican Party, including the Dingley 
tariff law, was largely responsible. [Applau~ on the Repub
lican side.] 

We point with swelling pride to the policies adopted, the legis
latlon enacted, and the achievements consummated during the 
two periods of Republican c-0ntrol; but who points with pride 
to things accomplished during the 16 years that the Democrats 
had charge of the House. Then, as now, they were engaged in 
seeking to break down the governmental policies which pro
duced prosp~rity, were carrying on useless and expensive in
vestigations productive of no good, and generally engaged in a 
program of faultfinding. 

The present Democratic majority in this House has now dis
closed its intentions. It has advertised its purposes. It has 
declared its will. It speaks for the Democratic Party through 
its concrete acts, and that party is bound by those acts. 

The Democrats have already passed four tariff bills through 
this House at this session. A fifth is now proposed. They are 
all free-trade or tariff-for-revenue-on1y bills. They all abandon 
completely the theory of protection. The friends of the bills 
admit this. 

Those bills all lower the rates of duties on imported articles, 
but contemplate increased importations to produce the revenue. 

The authors of these bills insist that the tariff rates fixed 
in them are based s6lely upon the idea of producing :i:evenue, 
even· though such rates will not equal the difference between 
the actual cost of production in this country and foreign 
countries. 

These bills, therefore, are intended to encourage importa
tions, to give comfort and aid to foreign manufacturers, to 
help pay the taxes !n foreign lands, to give labor to foreign 
workmen and help pay the wages of foreign laborers, to build 
up and make thriving foreign communities, to aid in the con
sumption of foreign rnw materials, to do for foreign lands 
what patriotic statesmen strive to do for their own country. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The metal bill would increase our importations of foreign 
ores, would add greatly to the quantity of manufactured 
metals brought to us from foreign shores, and would deliver 
the trade in our seacoast cities to the foreigners. 

The chemical bill puts a tariff tax upon raw materials not 
produced here, but coming from tropical countries, while at 
the same time reducing the tariff on the manufactured finished 
products in which such raw materials are used, thus cutting off 
from our h-0me manufactmer at both ends. 

The sugar bill would drive out our own cane sugar, would 
prevent ·the growth of our beet-sugar industry, and injure, if 
not ruin; those now engaged in the production of raw sugar in 
this country. 

The wool bill would largely destroy sheep raisi.Ilg by us, 
would make us dependent upon foreign lands for our wool in 
time of peace, and might make us do without in time of war. 
It would largely drive our woolen factories to foreign shores. 

These Democratic tariff bills would add many new factories 
in the lands of our foreign competitors, but not one in our own 
country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

They would gtve employment to many additional people in 
other lands, but to no one here. 

They would send our money abroad to pay the wages of for
eign workmen, but would bring despair to the hearts of those 
seeking employment here. 

They would add to wages paid abroad ; they would add to 
idle labor here; they would add to the growth of manufactur
ing abroad and to the number of labor strfaes hei·e; they would 
add happiness to the foreign laborer and cause notices of de
crease of wages to the American laborer; they would open 
mills over there and close mills here ; they would bring a smile 
of contentment abroad and a wail of despair here. 

That they would for a time reduce prices I do not deny. 
They would thereby destroy the small producer here, even if 
the larger trusts and combinations were able to survive. 

The reduction in prices would mean cutting off the profits 
and cutting down the wages; would mean strikes and riots 
and starvation and hell for the wage earner and llls familya 

destruction for the manofacturer, and damnation fo.r the home in
dustry, to be followed by a rise in prices for the benefit of the 
trusts here and the foreign pTodu-cars, -while many oi our -own 
people would still be out of employment and without snffident 
means . to buy at higher or lower prices. [Applause on the Re
publican side.] 

I quote from Genesis: 
f~~ Jacob sod p::ittage: and Esau came from the field, and he was 

And Esau said to Jacob, Feed me, I pray thee, with that same red 
pottage: for I am faint: therefore was hi name called Edom. 

And Jacob said, Sell me this day thy birthright. . 
And Esau said, Behold, I am at the point to die .: and what profit 

shall this birthright do to me? 
And Jacob said, Swear to me this day; and he sware unto him : and 

be sold bis birthright unto .Jacob. · 
Then. Jacob gave Esau bread and pottage of JpntiJes; and he did eat 

and drink, and rose up, and went his way : thus Esau despised his 
birthright. (Verses 29 to 34, ch. XXV. Book of Genesis.) 

Our birthright is the right to be industrious, the right to · 
labor, the right to produce, the right to have, the .r1ght to earn, · 
the right to live in comfort, the right to be happy, the right to 
feed and clothe and shelter our wives and our children, the 
right to consume what others produce, and the right to pro
duce what others shall consume-the right to live and work on 
the scale of American citizen hip and civilization. 

The Democratic Party would trade off this birthright of ilie 
American people, this basic principle of permanent happiness 
-and success, for the mess of pott.age of temporary cheaper 
prices, caused by increasing importations of foreign goods. 
Such statesmanship wouJd eat the seed corn instead of plant
ing it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

If Democratic victory shall become as ured :md Democratic 
policies be enacted into law, we will again walk through the 
valley of the shadow of death, again learn theTalue and troubles 
of painful economy, again experience the pangs of desperate 
hunger, again witne s the desolation of idle mills and silenced 
machinery. 

But, though temporary DemocraHc success may injure, it 
can not destroy our land. 

Though the clouds of fatuous Democratic policies may gather 
thick and black, though despair may :fill the air, though destruc· 
ti.on may threaten farm and factory interests, miner and mag
nate, the permanent resources of our country will remain. The 
stm will still continue to shed its light and heat. The rich 
fertility of the soil will still be there. The rains and the dews 
will not stop. The weal th of mineral hen ea th the surface will 
continue to invite the enterprise and ingenuity of man and urge 
that they ·be made use of in providing the necessities, the ·com
forts., and the luxuries of civilized life. The unused bounties 
of nature will not vanish. · 

And reason will regain . its throne. Hope will revive. Men 
will again realize tha t no theories or policies of statecra,ft will 
enable them to sell what they produce at high prices and to buy 
what they consume at low prices; that the country at Jarge 
must be prosperous and busy if individuals shall thrive; that 
factories and farms go hand in hand to success or to ad\er ity _; · 
that prosperous mills and mines are depend.ent each upon . the 
other; that order and stability of law, policies, and busines are 
essential to the growth and maintenance of contented society, 
happy homes, work for all, and a prosperous country. 

And with this realization will come a renewed faith in the 
Republican Party, its leaders, and its policies. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Confidence will be restored in the land; 
the hearts of the people will swell. They will put forth renewed 
effort. 

The enterprise, the ingenuity, the inventi\e genius, the honest 
toil of man will combine with the accumulated wealth of the 
past and the· unbounded plenteousness of the resources of na
ture to again make the wheels of the machinery of industrial 
prospei•ity hum and whir in the midst of a happy, a contented, 
a busy, a well-paid, and a prosperous people, represented by a 
Republican House and a Republican administration. [Applause 
-0n the Republican side.] 

The Republican Party-its memories are too sacred, its prin
ciples are too righteous and too enduring, its achievement are 
too inspiring and too lasting, its record is too grand, its need to 
the counb.·y is too great, its leadership and its membership are 
ttlo patriotic and too filled with hope for the country for it to 
be destro-yed by the assaults of its enemies from without or 
within. [Applause on the RepubHcan side.] 

lt will continue its organization and its work with renewed 
vitality, with continued loyalty, the posse sor of a noble past 
and with a w-0nderful future of deeds to be accomplished lying 
before it. 

It will not die. It will not cease. It will go on and on, with 
heroic devotion to the principles of constitutional government 
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and with continued faith that our· right-thinking people will 
maintain order and preserve equality and prosperity. [Loud 
applause on the Republican side.] -

l\fr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield one hour to the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. [Applause.] ' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (l\:lr. CURLEY). The gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. HILL. 1\fr. Speaker, when the cotton bill was considered 
before the Committee on Ways and 1\feans I offered a sub
stitute for the Democratic proposition. Since that time there 
has been some change in the phraseology but not in the rates 
of the substitute. I will ask the pages to distribute among the 
Members copies of the bill, which .I have brought up to date, 
and my hope is that without many changes it may be finally 
offered as a substitute for the Democratic bi11. I am for the 
improvement of this schedule. My reason for distributing the 
substitute now is that I wish to refer to it and the Underwood 
bill in the progress of the discussion. 

1\lr. Speaker, on August 22, 1911, the President of the United 
States sent to the Congress a veto of a bill identical in e·rnry 
respect, except the dates, with the one now under consideration. 

In that message he said: 
The bill would not go into effect, by its terms, until January 1 next, 

and before that time a full report to be submitted to Congress by the 
Tariff Board, based upon the most thorough investi~ation, will show 
the comparative cost of all the elements of. production in ~he _manu
facture of cotton in this and other countries. The investigat10n by 
the Committee on Ways and Means of the House did not cover the 
facts showing this comparativ~ cost, for the rea_son that t~e c~mmittee 
was preparing a bill on a tariff-for-revenue basis, and their view ~f a 
proper tariff was avowedly at varia.nce with the theory of protection. 
Pledged to support a policy of moderate protection, I can not approve 
a measure which violates its principle. * * * 

When the reports of the Tariff Board upon these schedules are re
ceived the duties which should be imposed can be determined upon 
justly' :rnd with intelligent appreciation of the effect that they will 
have both upon industry and upon revenue. Very likely some of the 
chancres in this bill 101.ZZ prov e desirable and some to be undesirable. 
So f~r as they turn cut to be just and t·easonable I shaH be glad to 
approv e them. but at present tbe proposed legislation appears to be all 
a matter of iuesswork. The important thing is . to get our tariff legis
lation out of the slough of guesswork and logrolling and ex parte 
statements of interested persons and to establish that legislation on 
the basis of tested and determined facts to which shall be applied, 
fairly and openly, whatever tariff principie the people of the country 
choose to adopt. 

On March 28, 1912, the President sent to Congress another 
message, from which I quote: 

In several messages to Congress I have expressed my wish for a 
revision of the present tariff schedule by schedule when justified by 
an adequate knowledge of facts regarding each industry, a.s shown 
by an impartial and nonpartisan inquiry. In order to secure such an 
impartial inquiry into the facts I established, under the authority 
vested in me by law, a Tariff Board of five members. On December 20, 
1911, I transmitted to the Congress a report of the board on Schedule 
K (wool and manufactures of). The board was unanimous in its find
ings of fact, and on the basis of these findings I recommended a ·re-
vision of that schedule. . 

I now transmit a report of the Tariff Board on Schedule I (cotton 
manufactures). In this report, also, the board is unanimous in its 
findings. On the basis of the report I now recommend that the Con
gress proceed to a consideration of this schedule, with a view to its 
revision and a reduction of its rates. 

I base this recommendation on the declaration of the platform on 
which I was elected-that a reasonable protective tariJr should be ad
justed to the diJrereni;e in cost of production at home and abroad. 

Reviewing the work of the board on this schedule, he closed 
as follows: 

These matters are set forth fully in the report of the board, which 
presents in impartial manner the necessary facts on which an intelll
gent revision of thlH schedule can be based. 

I therefore recommend that the Congress proceed to such a revision 
without delay. 

Loyalty to a Republican administration, to the platform of 
my party, and to the constituency which sent me here seemed 
to demand that at least a thorough study of the report should 
be made, for the investigation had been an exhaustive one and 
had cost a large amount of time and money. Feeling my own 
unfitness for the work, I called to my assistance several of the 
experts who had conducted the investigation, and after many 
weary days of careful study a new Schedule I was constructed, 
which, if the report of the Tal'iff Board as to American costs is 
correct, is protecµve in every item and yet is in strict accord 
with the Republican platform as to the elimination of excessive 
duties, while still preserving the security against foreign compe
tion to which American producers and wageworkers are entitled. 

GUESSWORK OF TARIFF MAKING. 

It is no light task to adjust the rates ot a tariff schedule to 
the basic facts of a great industry like this. It is far easier 
to guess at them, as our Democratic friends have dol).e, their 
only object being to guess, first, as to the amoUI).t of money 
needed to meet expenditures not yet incurred, and, second, to 
guess again as to the rates w:tiicp will be most productive OI). 

i:mportations, th~ amount of which must also be the subject of 
further guessing. 

In such a task the first thought Of. a ·Republican must be the 
preservation and encouragement of th(j competing domestic in
dustry, the maintenance of the home standard of living, and the 
scale of wages which a distinctively American civilization de
mands. 

The first thought of a Democrat who honestly believes in the 
modern idea of a tariff for revenue op.ly must be to encourage 
foreign purchases by domestic consumers and to tax the im
ported articles up to the point of the greatest revenue, but 
always below the point where the added cost will give to the 
home producer the chance of successful competition. It was 
on this basis that this Democratic cotton bill was framed, as 
shown by the chairman of the committee, when in response to 
the question of Mr. HINDS, of l\faine, whether this bill "left 
out entirely the principle of protection," Mr. UNDERWOOD re
plied, "Absolutely, so far as my knowledge is concerned." The 
facts since ascertained and agreed to and certified in writing 
by the cotton manufacturers from the Northern and Southern 
States alike show beyond the possibility of impeachment that 
in some of the rates of the Democratic bill excessive, ineffective, 
and uselessly protective duties are found, and in others duties 
so low as to compel the transfer of portions of the industry to 
foreign countries. 

It -is the bud, the flower, and the full fruition of the guess
work process of tariff making, the wonder being that any of the 
guesses of 1911 are even partially sustained by the facts of 1912. 

THE SUBSTITUTE BILL. 

-The bill which was offered in committee as a substitute for 
the Democratic cotton schedule revision is a protective measure 
in every item of it, as will be easily seen by examination of the 
report of the Tariff Board. It is based upon the bedrock foun
da t!on of American costs, and as evidence of the accuracy with 
which these were taken I submit the following statement of Mr. 
H. C. Emery, chairman of the board, written in response to my 
inquiry concerning the methods employed : 

THE T.A.IUFF BOABD, 
Treasury Building, Washington, May 25, 191Z. 

Hon. EBENEZER J. HILL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 

MY DEAR MR. HILL: Referring to your questions in conversation 
with Mr. Cowgill regarding the accuracy of the cost figures in our 
cotton report and your request that a statement be made in writing 
I beg to say that. in all instances where reports were obtained from 
cotton-manufacturmg companies the results of our cost extensions 
were carefully examined by the officers of the mill before the report 
was forwarded to the Tariff Board. This examination was complete 
and went into. each detail of the extensions rather than merely to have 
the officers s1gp. their names without making a close examination. 
The. cost-extens10n figures were carefully compared with the cost ex
tens10n made by the mills, .and all the reports forwarded to the board 
were agreed by the officers of the company and representatives of the 
board to be correct. As to the accuracy of these extensions I wish to 
state that the tot;il expenditures of the company were carefully 
checked to agree Wlth the figures published in their annual financial 
statement. Using these sums as a basis, we then made up our own 
cost statement according to our own methods, which we believe to be · 
~fc~~;t~ and not merely the accepting of the company's own estlmates 

In one instance a company was doing an $8,000,000 annual busi
ness ; after the costs had been extended for this company and the 
total number of yards of each kind of goods multiplied by the cost 
per yard as shown by the report, the figures checked within $8.33 
of the total amount of money expended by this company in manufac
ture during the year for which the costs were taken. In another case 
by the same method, the variation amounted to $332. The crreatest 
variation in any of the reports was in the case of a company doing n 
$2,000,000 annual business where, by multiplying the number of yards 
produced by the cost per yard ascertained by us, the difference amounted 
to $3,500. But this diJrerence would not affect the costs -in the sixth 
decimal place. 

In every case the companies agreed, after a careful examination that 
our costs were cbrrect, and in some few cases the mills have adopted 
our cost extensions in toto

6
while in others our system of extensions 

have been adopted at least part. 
These facts I believe fully justify the statement that the most 

accurate costs possible have been obtained. , 
Very truly, yours, 

HENRY C. EMERY, Ohairman. 

In view of that letter and the facts stated therein, any claim 
that the cost figures are not correct must necessarily be an im
peachment not only of the experts who took them from the 
mill books, but of the books, the mill managers who reviewed 
and signed the statements, and indeed of everybody and every
thing except the one-year-old guesses of the Democratic mem. 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is speaking of the cot-
ton report? 

Mr. HILL. ¥es. . 
Mr. FITZGEnALD. Will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. HILL. I would be glad to, but I have not the time. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman read Mr. McRae's 

analysis of the wool report? 
Mr. liILL. Yes. I can not yield now. I asked for an hour 

P.-n4 lil- h~lf witji the -expectation of answering questions, but I 
·could not get it. 
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A COTTON SCHEDULE ONLY. 

As the substitute is drawn it is a cotton schedule relating to 
articles composed whoUy or in chief value of cotton, the words 
"or other vegetable fiber" being stricken out of it wherever 
found, thus sending articles composed in chief value of linen to 
the linen schedule, where they naturally belong, and bringing 
back to the cotton schedule sundry manufactures of cotton, 
which have nested for years in other schedules at higher rates 
of duty than the facts justified. The easiest possible way to 
change a tariff rate without seeming to do it is by a change 
of classification or by cutting out specific mention of the article 
and letting it fall innocently into a basket clause. 

In my judgment a schedule of taxation should always be so 
plain that he who pays may read and know how much and for 
what the payment is made. 

AD V .ALOREM DUTIES. 

But it is said that the rates are ad valorem. That is true, 
and made so intentionally. If it is wrong, then every Repub
lican who voted for the wool bill a few days ago is wrong, and 
every Republican who voted for the Payne or Dingley wool 
schedules is wrong, for every fabric-conversion duty in all of 
those schedules is an -ad valorem duty and the only specifics are 
the direct and compensatory wool duties. In the cotton sched
ule there is no duty on the raw material, and hence no need 
for compensatory specifics. • 

On page 18 of the wool report, the board says : 
It i probably impracticable to adopt a purely specific system of 

duties on woven fabrics. No feasible scheme of classifying and de
scribing fabrics in terms corresponding to differences in conversion cost 
has yet been worked out. 

On pages 65 to 75 of the cotton report, this question is ex
haustively discussed and the consensus of the argument is over
whelming in fa·rnr of ad valorem rates as against the present 
law system. 

On page 73 the board says: 
So far as the motive for undervaluation is concerned, it is more 

powerful under the scheme adopted in the present law than it would 
be under a straight ad valorem tariff. · 

On page. 74 they say: 
A system which puts. a specific rate on an ad valorem basis seems to 

combine the evils of both systems. 
As further testimony on this point, I quote from an opinion 

given three years ago by a member of the New York Board of 
Appraisers. He says : · 

It is respectfully urged upon the committee that line3 of demarca
tion dependent on value as in this case should be eliminated so far 
as possible from the tariff act. The fact that a few cents increase in 
th(· value of commodities raises the amount of the duty levied 125 to 
150 per cent, as sometimes occurs in this paragraph, is a great incentive 
to fraud. In such cases the unscrupulous merchant enjoys an extraor· 
dinary advantage over the scrupulous one. The incentive to under
value is so great and the uifficulty of precise ascertainment of the 
actual market in these goods which ·constantly fluctuates, render satis
factory and just administration almost imposEible. 

This view was also confirmed by another member of the , 
board of appraisers a few days ago when the substitute bill wa!:l 
submitted to him for suggestions both as to plan and rates, in a 
conference of several hours' duration. 

Other eminent nuthoiities might also be cited along the same 
line, but it would seem to be unnecessary. 

CLASSIFICATION. 

It is claimed also that the substitute bill changes the present 
system of cla~sification. That is true and such a change is 
made absolutely necessary by the surprising statements of the 
'.rariff Board concerning the weaving and finishir)g branches of 
the industry. Three years ago reputable men represented to 
the committee that an increase of duty of one-fortieth of a cent 
per number wns needed on yarns and 1 cent per yard on all 
cloths, because of the excess cost of mercerizing here over the 
cost of like processes abrond. I llave not the slightest doubt but 
that they bonest1y believed that this was h"ue. As one of the 
committee, I accepted it as true then, and ch~rfully voted for 
the additional duty. nut it is now proven beyond dispute that in 
1911, not only· was there no excess in cost here, but that, taking 
all finishing costs of bleaching, dyeing, printing, and merceriz. 
ing on an average of all, the American cost was only about 80 
per cent of that of'our English competitors. The subject is dis· 
cussed on pages 496 to 518, and the tabulated comparison of the 
respectile c}rnrges in England and the United States will be 
found on page 502 of the report. Even if some slight variations 
should be found in the accuracy of a conclusion reached by 
taking an average cost, the differences would be fully met by 
the application of the regular ad valorem to the increased value 
of the cloths and yarns, because of the finishing processes. 

It inevitably follows, therefore, that the classification by 
which cotton cloths receive cumulative duties under the pres
ent law should be changed, and the same thing _is much more 
tr ue of the Democratic bill, in which 5 per cent additional 

duty for finishing processes was provided last year and de
fended in the majority report. In the report of the Democratic 
majority this year, on page 25, they say (Rept. No. 829, 62d 
Cong., 2d sess. ) : 

The conclusions, t.hei:efor~, to ~e drawn from the board's study of 
the processes of finishing, mcludmg mercerizino- and dyeing is that 
no duty whatever is called for with respect to these processes in 
~anufa~ture, and that such duty as may be imposed in that connec
tI<:m will be of sei:vice merely. from the standpoint of revenue and 
i;i:nght as well be discarded i:;ntirely, unless it be desired to impose a 
1
1 
evenue duty upon goods which have been subjected to these particu-
ar processes. 

In. other words, they acknowledge the mistake in their classi
fication guess of last year fil!d now continue it under the pre
t~n~e_ of a re-yenua du~y, knowing full well that it is pro
hibitive and mil not brmg the revenue calculated in their last 
year's estimates. Would it not be far better for both sides' of 
the House and the country if we should all manfully acknowl
edge that we wera all mistaken in some of these things and 
~ake rates now based on the facts as the Tariff Board have 
given them to us? 

.AUTOMATIC LOOMS. 

There is, however, another and far more important fact which 
abs~lutely controls the question of classification and wholly 
~ullifies all fo.rmer tariff legislation in this respect, and that 
i~ the automatic loom. I do not see how it could have been pos
sible to have made classifications of plain woven cloths, based on 
:fineness of yarns or number of threads to the inch, if the Congress 
h~d ever befor~ had the knowledge which the Tariff Board has 
given to us with reference to this matter. It will be seen at 
once, by reference. t? pages 490 to 49·5 of the board report, that 
one of the determmmg factors of the difference in cost between 
~urope and the United Sta_tes as to plain woven -cotton goods 
~s ~he use here of the automatic loom and the inability to use 
Jt i_n Europa. Take, for example, the bleached domestic No. 
12 ill the board's list of 100 samples, and it wi11 be found that 
the number of looms tended by a single weaver on this fabric 
runs from 14 to 28, . and that the product per hour of each 
weaver is from .64 to 101 yards, whereas the EngHsh weaver 
on the same fabric, operates 4 looms with a product of 18 
yards per hour. Take the ordinary calico No. 41; the number 
of automatic looms tended by a single weaver in this country 
is 14 to 20, with a product per hour of 102 yards, where:ts the 
English weaver tends 4 plain looms, with a product per hour 
of 24 yards. Take No. 76, an outing flannel; the weav-er in 
the United States tends 12 to 20 looms, with an hourly product 
of fr?m 60 to 80 yards, against the weaver of England, tending 
4 plam looms, with an hourly product of 24 yards. 

The summary of this statement shows that the production 
per weaver per hour on 29 of the 31 different kinds of cloths 
exemplified was \ery much greater in the United States than 
in England, reaching in some instances to five times n much, 
and the board states that the reason for this is the number of 
looms attended per weaver. 

Now, when you add to this statement the fact that at the 
date of this report there were only between five and six thou
sand automatic looms in Lancashire out of a total of 741 000 
and that in all Great Britain there wera about 10,000 duto~ 
matic looms, as against approximately 220,000 in the United 
States, it becomes manifest immediately that all classifica
tions heretofore made on any other basis than that of loom 
production are completely nullified by this astounding fact, for 
the manufacture of plain woven cloth under these conditions 
is absolutely determined by the unit cost rather than by the 
wages paid to the individual. 

The classification in this substitute bil1, therefore, has been 
made first on the basis of plain woven goods in which the 
automatic loom is used in this country. Second, fancy woven 
goods produced on the plain looms with sundry mechanical 
attachments, where it is impossible for the weaver to attend to 
many of them, and hence where a much less production is 
secured than with automatics. As, for example, in No. 2G, 
u checked lawn, where the report shows that on what is styled 
the dobby loom, the American . weaver will tend from 8 to 12 
machines and produce from 29 to 36 yards per hour, while 
the English weaver is not allowed to attend but 4 machines 
and produces but 14 yards per hour. This is one of a number 
of similar devices, but in all of them the number of looms 
attended and the product per pour is considerably in favor of 
the American weaver. 

The third classification is the Jacquard loom, where the num
ber of looms tended and the product in both countries is practi
cally alike, and where because of this the marked difference 
in wages in the two countries necessitates a high protective duty. 

The fourth classification is tapestries and pile fabrics, the 
prodncti.on of which is also distiRctly ·affected by the difference 
in the wage cost. 

l 
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·On pnge 11, synopsis of tli.e report, the board say: 
Where automatic looms can be use~ a single weaver commonly tends 

20 looms, and so1Detimes as many as 28. The result is that whereas 
' the output per spi!!ner per hour in England is probably as great or 

greate1· than in this country the out:put per weaver per hour is, upon 
a large class of plain goods, less, and in the case where automatic looms 
are used in this conntry and plain looms tn England it is very much 
less. 

It is manifest, therefore, th:it the determining factor in 
classifying fabrics is the style of weaving and not th" :fineness 
of the material used or the number of threads to the inch, and 
I do · not see bow it is pos ible for anyone who has read the 
report, even in the most casual way, to come to any other con
clusion. 

Indeed, the merest glan_ce at the present law will justify 
the cbnnge. 

Distinction between plain woven and other weaves, with a 
demarcation of weight per yard, is found in paragraph 357 of 
the linen schedule. In 323 of the cotton schedule fancy weav
ing is used as a reason for a cumulative duty of 1 and 2 cents 
per yard. In the silk schedule an arbih·ary ad valorem limit of 
duty is fixed for fabrics made on Jacquard looms, and in para
graph 326 of the present cotton schedule, as in this substitute 
bill. all upholstered goods weighing over 6 ounces per yard 
woven on Jacquard looms carry a straight ad valorem duty. 

If the rule of weight and style of weave is good for the 
present law, why is it not equally good for the substitute? 

The cold facts in the case are that the distinction between 
plain and fancy weaves in part provided for in paragraph 
323 by cumulative duties is duplicated in the classification by 
values in the countable paragraphs of the present law. A like 
duplication was stricken out in 1909 by an amendment in com
mittee offered by the chairman, Mr. PAYNE. It was put back 
again in the Senate. I have no comments to make on it now. 
This classification again strikes out the duplication, and it 
ought never to go back again. 

?IIETHODS OF COMP.A.RISON. 

In the report on the wool schedule, comparisons between this 
and other countries were made on the basis of the difference in 
the cost of production, what the boai·d terms the difference in 
conversion cost. In the cotton report a different method was 
generally used, although in yarns and to some extent in knit 
goods actual costs were secured. Speaking generally, however, 
the method used with regard to cotton cloths was, in the first 
place, to secm·e with an accuracy which, in my judgment, has 
never before been equaled in this country the actual American 
costs of production which, as I have shown by th.e letter of 
Chairman Emery, have been agreed to and certified after com
pletion by the manufacturers themselves over their own signa
tures. They go into the most minute details, and are carried 
from the original material straight through to the :finished arti; 
cles in the bands of the ultimate consumer, so far as the 100 
samples ru·e concerned, out of a total of 1,268 standard cloths 
analyzed and reported upon by the board. The 100 samples 
so selected may be .construed as fairly· typical of the American 
production of cotton fabrics. ".rhey are followed through every 
process of manufacture, and photographic copies of the fabrics 
will be found in the report. For 91 of these samples the figures 
are complete, and I have them tabulated as follows: 

1. List of 40 samples, where the American selling price is Jess 
than the English selling price without any duty. 

2. List of 26 other samples, where the American cost plus the 
selling expense is less than the English selling price without 
any duty. . 

3. List of 17 other samples, where the American cost plus 
selling . expense is less than the English selling 2rice plus the 
duty proposed in the substit\1te bill. 

4. List of eight samples, where the American cost plus sell
ing expense is more than the English selling price plus the pro
posed duties in the substitute bill. . 

Averaging the costs of the American and foreign selling 
prices in each table I find rthe following: That on the goods 
named in class 1 they are reported to carry an average profit 
of 13.2 per cent, and that even then the American selling price 
is 20.3 per cent less in this country than •the English selling 
price of like goods by the English mills in Eugland. This class 
consists very largely of fabrics made upon the automatic loom. 
Is it not perfectly manifest that the selling price of the cloths 
in this class is not in any way affected by the existing tariff 
laws, bat that domestic competition alone controls them, and 
that the American consumer pays no increased price whatever 
because of the tariff? 

Class 2, a higher grade of fabrics, shows an aver~ ge margin 
between the American cost plus selling expense and the ·Ameri
can selling price of 36.2 per cent; but it also shows that the 
margin between the American cost plus selling expense and the 
English selling pric~ without any duty is but 16.8 per cent, 

which indicates in a gen,eral way that these cloths are affected 
by the existing tariff law. 
· Class 3 shows that the margin between the American cost plus 

selling expense and the English selling price plus the proposed 
duty in the substitute bill is only 14.2 per cent, which, in a gen
eral way3 indicqtes that it would be impossible for the American 
manufacturer to compete with his foreign competitor on the 
fabrics named in this list unless protected by duties as high as 
those prescribed in the substitute bill. 

Class 4 is a list of exceptional cases, which, after much trouble 
and reinvestigation, were found in every case to furnish good 
and sufficient reasons why they might be considered exceptional, 
a.s, for example, where the articles compared here and abroad 
had differences in the texture and where in some cases the 
materials for the cloth manufacture had been taken from sub
sidiary conce~ns, and where one or more profits had been taken 
before the finished fabric was estimated upon. I am well aware 
that an average cost and an average selling price taken in this 
way only gives an indication of the general condition of an in
dustry, and that here and there there may be an item which 
can not and ought not to be treated on the basis of a general 
average, and it has been a task of exceeding difficulty to · adjust 
the rates in the substitute bill in such a way as to cover every 
case. On the face of the reports made by the Tariff Board 
and on the basis of the Chicago platform of 1908, no man can 
justify a duty of 5 per cent, which I have put on duck and 
unbleached sheetings, selling, as they are to-day, far below the 
prices which our competitors fix upon their products, but there 
are good and substantial reasons why every one of these prod
ucts should bear a duty. In the first place, it is manifest by 
the report, as shown by the general summary of yarn costs, 
that it is not possible for the American manufacturer to make 
cotton yarns now as cheaply as his English competitor, and a 
small duty is needed in order to secure this market to our own 
producers. That we do have it practically now is shown by the 
fact that the importations are only about four tenths of 1 per 
cent of the domestic consumption and that exports are exceed
ingly small, amounting only to about $600,000 in 1911. 

The difference in the conversion co~t of yarn between the 
United States and England will be found on page 423 of the 
re:port. In figuring the rates of duty 10 per cent was added to 
the English cost to make the English export selling price, and 
the average found for yarns below No. 40 was 5.7 per cent. 
The American manufacturer was given the ben~fit of the doubt 
and the rate fixed at 7! per cent. 

The average for yarns from No. 50 to No. 70, inclusive, is 
shown to be 8! per cent, and the rate fixed in the substitute. bill 
is made 10 per cent. 

Exceeding No. 80 the rtil.te is fixed at 15 per cent. 
These duties are in excess of the present difference in the 

cost of their production. 
With this excess of duty fixed uppn yarns it is only tair to the 

smaller manufacturers of this country, wh.o buy their yarns 
and weave and finish only, that -an equivalent or compensatory 
duty should be placed upon the cloth, and this alone would 
justify a small duty on the heavier and coarser products which 
are covered by the classification of not more than 5 square yards 
to the pound. 

In the second place the selling prices on the goods named in 
all of these classes were taken in 1911, when the cotton industry 
was laboring under a marked depression, as is shown by the 
fact that the three calicoes named in class 1 were sold at about 
10 per cent less than cost. 

A third reason why a duty should be placed upon these 
p1·oducts is the uncertainty of trade-union conditions both in 
this country and in England. Here no restriction is placed by 
the trade-unions on the number of automatic looms which a 
weaver may tend. In England the limit is four, but as Amer
ican competition on many of these products becomes sharper 
and sharper in Canada, China, and other neutral territory, it 
is by no means impossible that these restrictions may be re
moved. That a material difference, however, will always exist 
in• this respect can be inferred from the following quotation 
from page 494 of the Tariff Board report: 

The automatic loom costs about two and one-half times the ordinary 
plain loom, and this has deterred many English mills already equipped 
with plain looms from adopting them. Again, English mills do not 
run such a large number ot looms on .a single-standard fabric as do 
American mills, and the automatic loom has not been found so suitable 
as plain looms .for the varied Lancashire trade in dhoties and other 
fancies. Furthermore, the automatic loo:ri requires strnnger and better 
warp yarn than 'the plain loom, for the breakage of a single warp thread 
stops the loom. The American mills use strong ring-spun warp yarns, 
while a large portion of the English mills, producing mainly for the 
poorer classes of the Orient and other regions, have to size heavily to 
make goods cheap enough, and they ordinarily use a much lower grade 
of yarn than would American mills for fabrics that pass under the 
same trade name. The warp yams used in the bulk of English cloths 
are mule spun, and since they are soft twisted to enable them to take 
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up a larger amount of sizing and to give the required feel to tbe cloth 
they .are not so suited to the automatic loom as are the stronge~ 
American yarns. 

.A fourth reason why a duty· should be placed upon them is· 
that already, since these figures of costs and selling prices were 
taken, there has been a general advance in wa o-es in the cotton 
industry throughout the United States of ab~t1t 15 per cent 
which of itself would be equivalent to an increase of cost of 
about 5 per cent on the finished fabric. 

.A fifth and last reason is Japanese competition. Personally 
I do not think it is serious at the present time because of the 
Jow grade of the product of the Japanese mills due to their 
inexperience in the use of machinery and the inf~rior character 
of much of the material used. Japanese competition, however, 
as I know from personal observation, is a cloud on our western 
horizon which it is well worth our while to watch. 

I desire now to call your attention to the rates in the Under
wood bilI, now pending before the House. 

Since the substitute bill which I offered in the Ways and 
Means Committee was voted down and the Democratic bill was 
reported out favorably, the two great national parties have made 
new tariff declarations. .Are these ·bills in accord with them? 
Let us go right to the foundation of the indush·y as shown by 
the difference in cost of production of yarns between Eno-land 
and the United States, found on page 423 of the Tariff Board 
report. I will insert a table showing the difference in cost on 
each of three warp yarns and five filling yarns there given and the 
duties under the present law, the Underwood, and substitute bills; 

Yarn duties compared per pomid. 

Amer- Eng- Pres- Under- Substi-
Yarn number. ican lish Differ- entlaw wood tute 

cost. cost. ence. duty. duty. bill 
duty. 

------------
' 

Cents. Cents .. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 

~i: ii ~i.:.~ ~~~:::::~~~~: ::::: 25.12 22.99 2.13 0.05 2.52 l. 89 
32. 71 29.62 3.09 .08 3.25 2.44 
35.90 31.63 3.27 .10 3.47 3.47 
24.25 .22.97 1.28 . 05 2.52 1. 89 

Si:~ EL:~::::::::::::::: 
31.53 29. 52 2.01 .08 3.24 2. 43 
34.28 31.46 2.82 .10 3.46 3.45 
37.93 34.54 3. 39 . .12 5. 69 3. 79 
41. 31 37.14 4.17 .14 6.11 4.08 

------------------
Total ...................... 22.16 • 72 30.26 23.4-5 
Average ............•.••... 2. 77 .09 3. 78 2.93 

NOTN.-Dutie~ figured on 10 per cent additional to English mill cost. 
Under:wood duties. average 36 per cent in excess of difference in cost. 
Subst1tute bill d_uties average 5 per cent in excess of difference in cost. 
Present law duties average 225 per cent in excess of differen ce in cost. 

It appears that an show an average excess over and above 
the entire _difference in cost in the present law by 225 per cent, 
in the substitute bill by 5 per cent, and in the Underwood so
called reYenue bill by 36 per cent. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Right there, may I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. HILL. I can not yield. I have not the time. 
Now, I do not care whether these yarns are the staple product 

of the East or the West, the North or the South, but what I do 
claim is that the Underwood bill covers "in its yarn duties 1he 
entire difference in cost of production, including conversion 
cost and raw material as well, on every one of these items by 
an excess of from 5 ·per cent to 97 per cent, and averaging 36 
per cent, and that such duties are in no sense whatever for 
revenue only, but are positively_prohibitory in their character 
and flatly in violation of the Democratic platform, and if this 
policy is to prevail ill regard to one part of the cotton in
dustry it should be carried straight through the bill and take 
in knit goods, and reach out to ail of the other schedules of 
the tariff law. 

If the tariff is to be reformed, let it be done on national and 
not on sectional. lines. For one, I am not yet ready to make 
tariff rates for the avowed purpose of transferring industries 
from one p·art of the country to another, as indicated by one 
gentleman in the debate on this bill last summer, when he 
said, "We in the South intend to make New England mill 
owners come and put their mills in the South or else go out of 
business." 

If we have sinned heretofore in ignorance, that is no excuse 
for sinning now against the light and knowledge which the 
Tariff Board has given us concerning the cotton and woolen 
schedules, and if we are to have an excess of 36 per cent over 
and above the difference in cost on low numbers of cotton yarns 
and far more than that on plain woven cotton fabrics, I want 
to see like rates of duty written into the farmers free-list biU 
the meta1, chemical, and woolen schedules, and it docs not mak~ 
the slightest difference to me whether it is done under the name 
of a revenue, a protective, or a prohibitory tariff. 

When Schedule K was under consideration we heard much 
from our Democratic friends of -the claim that the ad valorem 

equivalents. of duties found therein were in some cases hio-her 
on _the fabrics t;J.Sed by the majority of the people than on those 
which were · ordi?arily purchased by the rich or well-to-do . 
'Vhatever there is to that claim is due to the specific d'Gty 
placed upon the raw material. 

In the c?tton schedule ther·e is no duty on the raw material, 
and I de~ire now to reverse the situation and show to our 
Democratic. friends precisely what they have done with refer
enc~ to white goods and calicoes, which are the fabrics from 
which very much of the clothing of the o-reat .!11ass of the 
people of this country is made. 

0 

· 

Sample No. 41, an .American-made calico, sold in 1911 at 
w~olesale at 4.U cents per yard, as against an English selling 
price of . 5.0~ cents, or 23.8 per cent l J:ss than the Englishman 
was sellmg it for. That fabric carries in the substitute bill a 
duty of 10 per cent, but in the Underwood· bill a duty of 20 
per cent. 
. If th~ tarl~ is a tax added in all cases as they claimed 
m the d1scuss10n ~m the wool schedule during the extra ses ion, 
do _ou: Democr3;tic friends intend by continuing their dnty of 
20 per cent, .which was proposed last summer, to incre::ise the 
co~t o! cl.othmg to the poor people of this country beyond the 
pornt rndicated by the report of the Tariff Board as fair and 
reasonable? Why will they not frankly acknowledge their mis
take and at least accept the provisions of the substitute bill? 
~ake sample No. 5 of unbleached sheeting. In 1911 this 

article wa~ sold by the .American mills at 7 cents a yard, and 
~t that price showed a profit of 7.3 per cent. The like article 
~ ~ngl.and ~old at 8.14 cents per yard, 16 per cent higher than 
it did m this country. The Underwood bill bears a duty of 
15 per cent on this fabric; the substitute bill a duty of 5 per 
cent. 

.Why do our Democratic friends insist on continuing their 
mistake ~f the last session and thus, if their theories are cor
rect, addmg to the cost of the articles made from this fabric 
for the use of .our own people? F~een per cent is a prohibitive 
du.ty. What is the reason that they insist upon it?- It will 
brmg no revenue. 
. Take sample No. 1 of unbleached duck. The Underwood rate 
is 15 per cent; the rate in the substitute bill is 5 per cent. The 
.Ame~ican s~lling price last year was 12.97 cents per yard ; the 
Enghsh sellmg price of the same article was 17.1 cents per yard. 
They will get no revenue from it, or none that will amount to 
anyt~ng, for the whole business of manufacturing duck i~ 
practically controlled by a trust, and the entire revenue received 
in 1910 was only $33,195 on this whole line of ·fabrics. 

But why go into further details in regard to these cases? 
The figures in the report show for themselves and nowhere 
more strikingly than in the statement of imports and exports 
?f these plain woven fabrics for the year 1911. Last year we 
imported 4,180,906 yards of unbleached cotton goods and ex
ported 165,418,000 yards. We impo:t:ted of bleached cotton goods 
14,266,228 yards and exported 27,419,000 yards. · We imported 
·of colored goods, and SO · forth, 37,141,426 yards and exported 
153,753,000 yards, a total importation. of 55,516.561 yards and 
a total exportation of 346,590,000 yards. · 

Imports from United States into Oat!ada. 

~~~i€E;;======================================:::: 
Yards. 

1,405,361 
2,670,215 
7,043,064 

Total__________________________________________ 11, 208, 640 
Imports from United States into Great Britain. 

Yards. 
1,100,000 

764,012 
1,225, 527 

Total------------------------------------------ 3, 000,4H9 
Duty from United States 32~ per cent; from Great Britain, 

25 per cent. 
Under these circumstances is it not trifling with well-estab

lished facts-facts fully admitted in the report of the Demo
cratic majority on this bill-when that majority claim that the 
excessive duties which they have thus fixed on the e plain 
woven fabrics are .for revenue purposes, Irnowing as tlley do 
that these fabrics are practically noncompetitive in this market, 
and that whether the rates are raised or lowered will in no 
way affect the importations, and that their estimates of in
creased revenue are thus wholly invalidated and made of no 
account? 

A year ago, without the facts now shown by the Tariff Board 
before them, the Democratic Party offered their cotton l>ill, and 
claimed· that more than $200,000,000 was annually added to the 
cost of domestic cotton manufactures by reason of the tariff. 
and that by their reduction of rates and increased impo}"t!ltions 
.to the amount of $11,000~000 worth because of it they would 
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save $88,000,000 to the people annually and only lose about 
two millions of net revenue . 
. Now, the total production of cotton cloth in 1910 was 

$428,203,850. As we imported only 1.79 per cent of that am?unt 
and exported 3.18 per cent, the consumption of the American 
people for 1910 must have been the total I?roduction le~s the 
surplus exports, making an actual consumption of $422,2<>1,817. 
If the respective importations of plain woven and figured 
cloths given by tariff bulletin No. 5 from Charlotte, N. C., are 
a fair indication of consumption, more than 50 per cent of our 
cloth production is plain woven. 

As is now shown by the Tariff Board, the American average 
selling price of these cloths is 20 per cent below the average 
selling price of our nearest competitor, and t;Jli~ is practicall.Y 
admitted in the report of the Democratic maJor1ty. If that is 
so, and I believe" it is, instead of a hypothetical increase in cost 
of $200,000,000 on the domestic product because of the present 
tariff there is a real, demonstrable, actual saving of more than 
$60,000,000 annually to our people as the direct result of the 
domestic competition which has come as the natural resul~ of 
the development of this great industry under the Republican 
system of protection. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now if this country could have a guaranty that this tremen
dous s~ving under the protective system would not be imperiled 
by the combination and consolidation of the industry and the 
elimination of home competition, there would not be the slight
est necessity for the reduction of rates to the basis of the facts 
as found by the Tariff Board, but these combinations and con
solidations have already begun, in the Northern and Southern 
States alike, if the reports in the daily press are correct. It is 
'true that the industry is widely scattered and the raw material 
for it difficult to be controlled, but it is no more so than the 
meat and tobacco, the sugar and steel, and combinations in 
these trades have been successfully made. In no one of them 
has the killing of domestic competition and the control of the 
price of the raw material and finished product offered so great 
a return as the cotton industry would give. In the face of the 
facts shown by the Tariff Board the political party, either Re
publican or Democratic, which ignores the situation and per
mits the possibility of a monopolizing of this great industry 
by the retention of e,""{cessive and unnecessary duties and a 
consequent increase of the cost of cheap clothing for the masses 
of our people, will receive and deserve the censure of the people, 
whether it is done under the specious plea of a tariff for reve
nue only by the Democratic Party, or by nonaction by the Re
publican Party. Neither party can complete legislation now, 
but .neither party can shake off the responsibility of .impeach
ment of the facts or else adjusting legislation to them. 

The trouble with the Democratic cotton bill is that it is like a 
last-year's bird's nest, which was a misfit when it was made 
and is a misfit now, besides being badly battered by a hard 
winter's storm of facts. 

'l~he bill is wrong at both ends-high enough at the beginning 
to breed combinations and low enough at the end to destroy the 
knit-goods industry and drive it out of this country, which 
would be an abject surrender to Germany. 

On plushes and Yelvets, bought and used by the well to do, 
the Underwood bill puts the same duty as on the plain woven 
Sunday dress cloth of the working girl. 

On full-fashioned hosiery the Underwood rate is 45 per cent. 
If Members will turn to page 615 of the board report, they 

will find comparisons with the corresponding German product, 
showing an average difference of 58 per cent, and the only 
excuse I have to offer for the low rates of 55 and 60 per cent 
iu the substitute bill is the reduction in the duties on the yarns 
from which they are made. On knit underwear the Underwood 
rate is a straight 30 per cent. In the substitute bill a graded 
rate of 20, 30, 40, and 45 per cent. 

On men's and boys' gloves the Underwood rate is 35 per cent, 
and in the substitute bill 50 per cent. · 

Now, there is not the slightest doubt but that with refer
ence to all of these knit goods the Underwood bill can properly 
be called a bill for revenue only, for it will insure a large rev
enue immediately and a constantly increasing one year by year 
as the industry gradually dies out in this country. 

But why go further into the details of this guesswork Demo
cratic cotton schedule called a tariff for revenue only? 

The sum and substance of it is: High duties and no revenue 
·from the cloth fabrics used by the poor; on the knit fabrics 
used by tl1e rich, low clulies, large reyerrne, and a young and 
growing industry strangled. 

Indeed, thus far in this Congress the whole Democratic tar
iff legislation has been a hideous, economic farce. The free-list 
bill of the e.""{tra session was a fiat violation of every theory 
which the party ever held and a repudiation of every promise 
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m:;ide to the American people. It did not give one cent of reY·· 
enue to the Treasury, but it stripped every particle .of protec
tion from nearly $3,000,000,000 worth of American products. 
That w~s a sectional tariff for politics only, and for all time to 
come will hold a unique place in American history as a monu
mental specimen of class legislation. [Applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

The extra-session attempts to revise the metal and chemical 
schedules were stabs in the dark at the system of protection 
and amazing mistakes which have since been repudiated by their 
authors with as cheerful unanimity as that with which they 
approved them six months before. 

· The Democratic revision of the chemkal schedule for rev
enue only at this session and this substitute Republican revi
sion of the cotton schedule based on the report of the Tariff 
Board demonstrate the irreconcilable conflict between a tariff 
for revenue and a tariff for protection. 

Under the application of the latter policy all noncomp.etitive 
raw materials must be admitted free of duty, and as our indus
tries deT"elop and domestic costs are lessened it follows that the 
free list of finished products can be gradually enlarged, tariffs 
materially reduced, and at the same time the American wage 
scale and standard of living maintained, or what in my judg
ment is better yet, duties reduced in part and a higher wage 
scale and better standard of living made possible for the men 
and women employed in industrial pursuits. 

No better illustration of this could be found than is afforded 
by the progress of. the cotton industry. 

On the other hand, with $48,000,000 worth of raw matelials 
for the· chemical industry taken from the free list of the Payne 
bill . and increased in cost by a Democratic revenue duty, and 
with reduced duties on the finished product at the same time, 
there is no 11os~ible place from which the reduction can come 
except from the '\\ages of labor. 

It is not a question of the amount of taxation, for in the ag
gregate that must be the same in either case, for the expenses 
of Government must be met. _ 

It is simply and solely whether in applying those taxes it 
shall be done in such a way as to encourage and develop our 
own industries or the industries of Europe. 

It is whether we shall make life better-and better, worth 
living here-or sacrifice our own people to the uplifting of the 
people in other lands. 

It is a question of a plenty of work and good wages or no 
work or low wages. 

The two policies are before you. " Choose you this day 
which you will sene." [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The following is submitted as an appendix: 
A REPL'BLICAN PROTECTIVE SCHEDULF. I BASED ON THE REPOl!'l' OF THEl 

TARIFF BOA.RD, RELATIXG TO PRODUCTS COMPOSED WHOLLY OR IN CHIEF 
VALUE OF CO'.rTON. 

A bill (H. R. --) to amend an act entitled "A.n act to provide reve
nue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes,'' approved August 5, 1909. 

• Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled "An act to provide revenue, 
equalize du t ies, and encourage the industries of the United Sta tes, and 
for other purposes," ·approved August 5, 1909, be, and the same is 
hereby, am l'nded by striking out all of the paragraphs of Sched:ile I of 
section 1 of said act from 313 to 332, inclusive of both, and inserting 
in place thereof the following : 

1. Cotton card laps, sliver, roving, or roping, 5 per cent ad valorem. 
(NOTE.-Present law, ad >alorem, 3::> per cent; Underwood, 10 per 

cent. Not practicable to import in large quantities.) . 
2. Cotton waste and flocks manufactured, 10 per cent ad valorem ; 

antiseptic, medicated, or sterilized cotton, cotton waste, or flocks, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 

(NOTE.-Present law, 20 per cent; Underwood, 5 per cent.) 
3. Cotton yarns in the grey, or otherwise, not advanced !Jeyond the 

condition of singles, by grouping or twisting two or more ::: ~::igle yarns 
together, not exceeding No. 40, 7i per cent ad valorem. 

Exceeding No. 40 and not exceeding No. 80, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
Exceeding No. 80, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
(NOTE.-Present law, up to No. 15, 12.7 per cent; Nos. 16 to 30, 15.37 

per cent; Nos. 31 to 40, 22.12 per cent; ros. 41 to 80, 23.3 per cent; 
Nos. 100 to 120, 27.12 per cent; remainder, 15 per cent; total grey 
single for 1911, lG.39 per cent; colored, etc., total, 30 per cent. Under
wood, up to No. 50, 10 per cent; Nos. 51 to 100, 15 per cent; above No. 
100, 20 per cent.) 

4. Cotton yarn or _thread not otherwise provided for, in the grey or 
otherwise, advanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twist
ing two or more single yarns together, and cable laid yarns or threads, 
in the grey or otherwise, made by grouping or twisting two or more 
twisted yarns or threads together, shall be subject to the same rates of 
duty as the single -yarns from which they are made, and in addition 
thereto 5 per cent ad valorem. 

(NOTE.-Present law, total cable laid, etc., 30.52 per cent; colored, 
20.54 per cent; single, mercerized, 23 per cent; total, all yarns, 30.5 pe1· 
cent. Underwood. yarns advanced same rate as ·singles.) 

Spool thread of cotton, crochet, darning, and embroidery cottons on 
spools, shall be dutiable at the same rates of duty as the single yarns 
from which they are · made. 

(NOTE.-Present law, thread average of all, 24 per cent. Underwood, 
15 per cent. 

Differences in yarn conversion costs between United States and Eng
land (p. 423) : Yarns No. 30 filling, 3.4 per cent; No. 40, 4 .5 per cent; 
yarns No. 30 warp, 6.8 per cent; No. 40, 8 per cent; average, 5.7 per 
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cent. Yarns No. 50 filling, G.6 per cent; No. 60, 7.5 pe~ cent; No. 70, 
8.9 per cent; yarns No. 50 warp, 10 per cent~ average, 8.5 per cent. 

Ten per cent added to English cost to make selling price on which 
to figure duty. No yarns made for sale in this country above No. 140. 
Total imports of yarns to production, four-tenths of 1 per cent. Total 
imports of thread, 2~ per cent of home production. · 

One company controls thread trade in Great Britain, United States, 
Canada, Russia, Austria, Germany, France, and Spain and fills orders 
from local factories.) 

5. Cotton cloth, plain woven, in the gray, or bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, printed, mercerized, or otherwise finished, containing 
not more than 5 square yards to the pound, 5 per cent ad valorem. 

Containing more than 5 and not more than 7! square yards to the 
pound. 10 per cent ad valorem. · 

Containing more than 7~ square yards to the pound,. 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

(NorE.-Present law, average of all cotton cloth containing only 
ordinary warp and filling threads either in the gray or pleached, or 
dyed, etc., 39.54 per cent. Underwood, made from No. 50 yarn or less, 
15 per cent; Nos. 50 to 100, inclusive, 20 per cent; above No. 100, 
25 per cent; if bleached, dyed, etc., No. 50 yarn or less, 20 per cent; 
Nos. 50 to 100, inclusive, 25 per cent; above No. 100, 30 per cent. 

These cloths principally woven on aut<>matic looms, see pages 490 
to 495 of report. Costs of cloth from low-cost mills. Industry de
pressed in 1911. Trade-union rules as to looms run may be changed 
in either country. For finishing costs see page 502. 'l'he duties named 
herein should cover all co»tingencies. Wages have been advanced since 
Tari tr Board figures were taken.) 

6. Cotton cloth, fancy woven, in the gray, or bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, printed, mercerized, or otherwise finished,_ containing 
figures produced by various wea·ving devices known as dobby, drop
b<>x, leno, lappet, swivel, or ll.D.Y other name except Jacquard, 20 per 
cent ad valorem. · 

(NoTE.-Present law. Average of fancy cotton cloth containing 
other than ordinary warp and filling threads, gray, bleached, dyed, 
etc., 49.13 per cent; Underwood, by number of threads.) 

7. Cotton cloth woven by means of the Jacquard attachment, not 
otherwise provided for, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Cotton table damask, 25 per cent ad valorem; manufactures of cotton 
table damask, or ot. which cotton table damask is the component 
material of chief value, not specially provided for in this secti<>n, 25 
per cent ad valorem. -

(NoTE.-Present law. Cotton damask, 40 per cent; Underwood, by 
numbet· of' threads.) 

. Cloths containing silk or artificial silk, in which cotton is the 
component material of chief value, shall be subject to the same rates 
of duty as cotton cloths of similar weave, and in addition thereto 5 
per cent ad valorem. , 

(NoTE.-Present law l91l, 50 to 58 per cent ; Underwood, 30 per cent.) 
· Clause 8 . If silk exceeds 10 per cent in quantity, it will be of chief 

value and go into silk schedule.) 
9. Cotton cloths filled or coated, in whole or in part, including oil

cloth of cotton, waterproof cloths composed of cotton or in which 
cotton is the component material of chief value, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

( ·oTE.-Present la.w 1911, 42 to 50 per cent; Underwood, filled or 
coated, 25 per cent; waterproof, 25 per cent.) 

10. Handkerchiefs or muffi.ers of cotton, in the piece or otherwise, 
finished or unfinished, hemstitched or not, n<>t otherwise specially pro
vided for, shall pay the same rate of duty as the cloth of which they 
are made, and in addition thereto 5 per cent ad valorem. 

(NoTE.-Present law average, 55.11 per cent; Underwood, all, 30 
per cent.) 

11. Plushes, velvets, velvet~s. corduroys, and all pile fabrics made 
of cotton, or of. which cotton is the component material of chief value, 
whether the pile covers the entire surface or not: 

Uncut, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Cut, in whole or in part, 40 per cent ad valorem. 
Provi<Zed., That manufactures or articles in any form, including such 

as are commonly known as bias dress facings or skirt bindings, made 
or cut from plushe~. velvets, or other pile fabrics composed of cotton, or 
of _ which cotton is the component material of chief value, shall be sub- · 
ject to the same rates of duty as the fabrics from which they are made. 

(NoTI'J.-Present law average, 52.85 per cent; Underwood, all, 30 
per cent.) 

12. Curtains, table covers, and all articles manufactured of cotton 
chenille, or of which .cotton chenille is the component material of 
chief value ; cotton reps, Jacquard figured tapestry and Jacquard figured 
uphols tery goodE!, weighing over 6 ounces per square yard, made of 
cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 
40 per cent ad valorem. 

(NoTE.-Present law, 50 per cent; Underwood, no distinction in 
weight, 35 per cent.) 

13. Stockings, hose, and half hose, made wholly or in part on knit
ting machines or frames, commercially known as seamless, composed 
of cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

(NOTE.-Present law, 30 per cent; Underwood, 20 per cent.) 
14. Stockings, hose, or half hose, made wholly or in part on knitting 

machines or frames or knit by hand and commercially known as full
fashiened, composed of cotton, or of which cotton is the component 
material of chief value, valued at not more than $2 per dozen pairs 
50 per cent ad valorem; 'Valued at more than $2 per dozen pairs, 60 
ver cent ad valoreru. 

(NoTE.-Present law, 55 to 92 per cent; Underwood, 45 per cent.) 
15. Shirts anQ. drawers, pants, vests, union suits, combination suits, 

tights, sweaters, corset covers, and all underwear of every description, 
made whoily or in pnrt on knitting machines or frames or knit by hand 
finished or unfinished, not otherwise provided for, composed of cotton: 
or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, valued at 
not more tban $1.50 per dozen garments, 20 peT cent ad valorem ; 
valued at more than ~1.50 per dozen garments and not more than $3 
per do:r.en garments, ?.O per cent ad valorem; valued at more t.nan $3 
per dozP.n garments nnd not more than ·$6 per dozen garments, 40 per 
cent ad valorem; valued at more than $6 per dozen garments, 45 per 
cent au valorem. 

(NOTiil.-Present law, 63 to 50 per cent; Underwood, 30 per cent.) 
16. l\fen's aud boys' gloves, knitted or w0ven, composed of cotton, or 

of which cotton i.s the component material of chief value, 50 per cent 
ad valorem. 

(No'.rE.-Pres£:nt law, 86 to 50' per cent; nderwocXI, 35 per cent.) 
17. Tire fabric or fabric Huit:lble for use in pneumatic tires, made of 

cotton. or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 
25 per cent ad v::ilorem. 

(NoTE.-Present law, 45 per cent; Underwood, 25 per cent.) 

1_8. Bone cas_ings, gart~rs, suspenders and braces, webs, webbings, and 
tubmg, any of the foregomg composed wholly 01· in chief value of cotton 
or. of cotton and india rubber, and not embroidered by hand or ma~ 
chinery ; spindle banding, woven, braided or twisted lamp, stove, or 
call;dle wickin.g ; loom harness, healds or collets ; boot, shoe, and corset 
lacrng;8 ; labels ~or garments or other !1rticles, composed of cotton, or 
~~~~:~ cotton is the component matenal of chief value, 30 per cent ad 

Belting for machinery made of cotton and ind1a rubber or of whlch 
cotton is the· component material of chief value, 20 'per cent ad 
valorem. 

19., C~othing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, wholly or partly manufactured, not specially provided for, 
composed wholly or in chief value of cotton, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

(NOTE.-Present law, 50 per cent; Underwood, 30 per cent; collars 
and cuffs, 25 per cent.) 

20. All articles made from cotton cloth, and all manufactures of 
cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of chief value 
not specially provided for, 30 per ce.nt ad valorem. ' 

(NOTE.-Present law, 45 per cent; Underwood, 30 per cent.) 
21. The term cotton cloth wherever used in the paragraphs of this 

schedule, unless otherwise specially provided, shall be held to include all 
woven f:tbrics composed wholly or ip. chief ·value of. cotton, in the piece 
or. cut m lengths, and shall not mclude ::my article finished, or un
fimsbed, made from cotton cloth. 

SEC. 2. That the last clause of paragraph 347 of said act of August 
5, 1909, is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

" Waterproof cloth composed of vegetable fiber other than cotton 
whether composed in part of india rubber or otherwise, 10 cents per 
square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem." 

SEC. 3. That paragraph 347 of said act of August 5. 1909 is hereby 
amend~ by adding the following · proviso: "Provided, That none of the 
foregomg shall apply to coated or filled rotton cloth, or articles made 
therefrom." 

SEC. 4. That paragraph 348 of said act of August 5, 1909, is hereby 
amended so as t? rea.d as follows :. " Shirt collars and cuffs, composed· of 
linen, or of whic~ lmen is the component material of chief value, 40 
cents per dozen·p1eces and 20 per cent ad valorem." 

SEC. 5 . That .P!J-ragraph 349 of said act of August 5, lDOD, ls hereby 
amended by str1~rng out therefrom the words "webs and webbings." 

(NOTE.-To:tal production of the industry for 1910, $628,391,813 ; 
total product10n of cloth only, $428,203,850; per cent of imports to 
total production, 1. 79; per cent of exports to total production, 3 .18 ; per 
cent of cloth imports to cloth production, 2.62 ; per cent of cloth ex
ports to cloth production, 4.66 (see p. 177).) 

T m : T.AlUJi'F BOARD, 
Trca.surv Buildi'lffJ, Wash-ington, May !5, 1912. 

Hon. EBEYEZER J. HILL, 
Home of ReP'resentatives, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR MR. HILL : Referring to your questions in conversation with 
Mr. Cowgill regarding the accuracy of the cost figures in our cotton 
report and your r~quest that a statement be made in writing, I beg 
to say that in all rnstances where reports were obtained from cotton
mannfacturing companies the results of our cost extensions were care
fully examined by the...offi.cers of the mill before the report was forwarded 
to the 'l.'ariff Board. This examination was complete, and went into 
each detail of the extensions rather than merely to have the officers 
sign their names without making a close examination. The cost exten
sion figures were carefully compared with the cost extension made by 
the mills, and all the reports forwarded to the board were agreed by 
the offi.cerS of the company and representatives of the board to ba 
correct. As to the accuracy of these extensions, I wish to state that 
the total expenditures of the company wei·e carefully checked to agree 
with the figures published in then· annual financial statement. Using 
these sums as a basis, we then made up our own cost statement ac
cording to our own methods, which we believe to be accurate and not 
merely the accepting of the company's own estimates of cost. 

In one instance a company was doing an $8,000,000 annmil busi
ness ; after the costs had be11n extende<1 for this company and the total 
numbel' of yards of each kind of goods multiplied by the cost per yard 
as shown by the report, the figures checked within 8.33 of the totai 
amount of money expended by this company in manufacture during the 
year for which the costs were taken. In another case, by the same 
method, the variation amounted to $332. The greatest variation in 
any of the reports was in the case of a company doing a 2 000 ooo 
annual business where, by multiplying the number of yards produced 
by the cost per yard ascertained by us, the ditrerence amounted to 
$3,500. But this difference would not affect the costs in the sixth 
decimal place. 

In every case the companies agreed, after a careful examination that 
our costs were correct, and ln some few cases the mills have adopted 
our cost extensions in toto, while in others our system of extensions 
have been adopted at least in part. 

These facts I believe fully justify the statement that the most ac
curate costs possible have been obtained. 

Very truly, yours, 
HENRY c. EMERY, Ohait'man. 

List of 40 samples where tite American selling f)rice is l ess thait the 
English selling v1·ice without any duty. 

Ameri- Ameri- Ameri- Ert~lish 
English 

Sam- can cost can cost can sell- Pro- sel.l}ng 
ple Trade name of cloth. exclud- including 

ll?g setµng ~~ price 
No. ling selling selling price. uty. J;lus 

expense. expense. pn ce. 
aty. 

------
Peret. 

1 Duok ....... .. ...... io.1020 $0. ll40 ... 0.1297 $0.1710 5 $0.1795 
2 ..... d•······-···--··· .o 3 .0339 .1085 . 1384 5 .1453 
3 Osnaburg ..... -. -... (1) (1) .0765 .0768 5 .0806 
4 Hea.vy sheeting ..... .0515 . 0541 . 0561 . 0750 5 . 07 7 
5 ~~=a<>Iliesffc.·. ~~: .0600 . 0652 .0700 . 0814 5 . 0855 
6 .0491 . 0535 . 060() .0659 5 .0692 
7 Brown drill.··--· ___ .0700 .0767 . 07 7 . 0918 5 . 0964 
8 canton flannel. - ---. .0778 . 0855 .0898 .1137 5 .1194 
9 Cheesecloth ... _ . ___ . .0210 .0192 .0262 .0362 15 .0416 

12 Bleached ,s4eetipg .. . .0533 . 0564 .0512 .0580 15 . 0067 
13 ~~ifii:ciit~:::::: :: : .0954 .0994 . 0950 .1123 5 .1179 
18 .0573 .0588 .0712 .0806 15 .Olm 
22 Checked nainsook ... .0574 .0590 .0625 .0736 5 .0';73 
24 Pique or welt ..... _. .0832 .0856 .1200 . 1358 5 .1426 
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List of l,fJ samples where the American selling price is less than the 

English selling price without any duty-Continued. 

Ameri- Ameri- Ameri- Eninlish 
Sam- can cost can cost can sell- English Pro- se mg 
~le '1'rade name of cloth. exclud- including ing seillng ~osed price 

o. ing selling selling price. uty. !ilus 
expense. expense. price. uty. 

------------
20 Curtain swiss or ma- Peret. 

dras .... ..... . .... $0.0747 S().0788 W.0778 $0.0813 20 $0.0976 
31 Fancy swiss ......... .1035 .1214 .1400 .1440 25 .1800 
32 Lappet dotted swiss. .0.."-84 .0600 . 0650 . 0737 15 . 0848 
33 Mercerized jacquard. .0964 . 1019 .1050 .1137 25 . 1421 
37 Striped marquisette. .0669 . 0829 .1250 .1492 15 .1716 
39 Cotton challie ....... .0407 .0426 . 0384 .0600 iO .0660 
40 Printed lawn. ....... .0357 .0376 .0360 .0470 15 .0541 
41 Calico print ......... .0417 .0419 .0411 .0509 10 .0560 
42 ..... do .............. .0479 . 0500 .0452 .0763 10 .0839 
43 ..... do .............. .OE39 .0544 .0497 . 0659 10 . 0725 
44 Printed percale . ..... . 0579 . 0608 .0675 .0757 10 . 0833 
46 Printe1 organdie .... .0577 .0581 . 0650 .0679 15 . 0781 
n Scrim ............... . 0675 . 0736 .1033 .1044 10 .1148 
E2 Crepe kimona cloth .. . 0 96 .09i4 .1150 .1191 5 .1250 
55 Galatea cloth ........ .0961 .1000 .1150 .12E4 5 . 1317 
t9 Madras shirting ..... .1138 .1139 .1150 .1189 10 .1308 
61 Book cloth .......... . 0626 . 0687 .072 .0893 20 .1071 
67 l'oplin .............. .0 15 .0975 .1250 .1260 5 .1329 
(i9 Sateen .............. .0924 .09 4 .0921 .0950 5 . 0997 
70 ..... do .. . ... . . ...... .1109 .1187 .1400 .1453 5 .152(i 
73 Cheviot shirting ..... .06"2 .0711 . 0700 .0948 5 .0995 
74 Madras .............. .0656 .0684 .0675 .C869 5 .0912 
77 Ticking ...... -. ...... .1237 .12nl .1300 .1779 5 .1868 
79 Cotton plaids ........ .05 7 . 0642 • (l6QO .0969 5 . 1017 
81 Fancy gingham ..... .0512 .0541 .0687 .0982 20 .1178 
82 Gingham ............ .0512 . OH! . 0687 .09'.?3 20 .1108 

Total. ........ 
-----1-

2. 1302 1 2. 9099 1 3. 2937 I 3. 8865 I 405 4. 2658 

Average ....... . 0100 I . 0746 1 . 0823 I . 0971 
1

10. 12 1 .1000 

Per cent. 
Margin between American cost plus selling expenses and the Ameri-

ca u selling price __________________________________________ 13. 2 
Margi_n bet,~een ~merlcan cost plus se\ling expenses and English 
s~hng pnce wrthout duty _________________________________ 3~5 

Marg i.n bet,yeen Au1erican cost plus selling ~x:penses and English 
selhng price plus the proposed duty __________ _______________ 4G. 6 

In addition to the En~lish selling price plus the dut.v there is an 
actual Pxpense of 5 per cent fo1· freight and landing charges 
".'hicb .has not been added, which will be an additional protec-
tion ot-------------------------------------------------- 5.5 
Noni.-Under conditions existing in 1911. the .American selling prices 

in this list were fixed by domestic competition and were not controlled 
by the present tarifl'. law. 
List of 26 samples w here the American cost plus the selling expense 

is less than the English selling price without any duty. 

Ameri- Amcri- Ameri- English 
Sam- can cost can cost can sell- En«_lish Pro- selling 
pie Trade name otcloth. cxclud- including ing se mg posed price 
No. ing selling selling price. price. duty. J:1us expense. expense. uty. 

----------------

Per ct. 
11 I Linrn finlili rn;ting. so. 0733 S0.0785 0. 0875 $0.0790 5 $0.0829 
15 Long cloth .......... .0534 .0564 . 0625 .0605 10 .0666 
17 Nainsook ..... . . . .. . . 0519 .0573 .0800 .0606 15 .0696 
19 Persian lawn .. .. .... .0720 .0725 . 0000 . 0847 15 . OJ74 
26 Checked lawn . ...... .0719 .0725 .1150 .0010 20 .109"2 
27 Mercerized corded 

check ... .... . . .... . 0980 . 1166 .1450 .1241 20 .148>1 
2 Dotted swiss check .. .1070 .1125 .1300 .1241 20 .14 9 
29 Dotted swiss ........ .0773 . 0813 .1250 .1097 20 . . 1316 
34 Fancy white goods .. . 0960 .1216 .2000 .1544 20 . 1852 
36 Marqui ette . .... ~- .. .0836 .1(}22 .14.50 .1286 20 . 1543 
45 Printed lawn ........ .0485 .0488 .0650 .0560 15 . 0644 
47 Printed batiste ...... .0571 . 0675 . 0850 .0721 15 .0 29 
49 Printed lawn .. ...... . 0815 . 0870 . 1050 .0834 15 .1016 
e4 Pongee . ............. . 0715 .0716 .0825 .0783 10 .0 61 
65 Soisettc ... . ......... .1083 .1100 .150:> .1164 10 . 1280 
66 Pongee .............. -1 . 0975 . J2.j0 .1164 10 .1280 
71 Chambray gingham . .0541 . 05751 . 0800 .0653 10 .0718 
72 .... . do ............... . 0541 . 0575 . osro .0626 15 .0719 
75 Gin~ham . . . ......... .058G .06.?2 . 0850 .0783 20 . 0939 
76 Outmg flannel.. ..... . 0553 .0605 .070J . 0685 5 .0719 
83 Fancy gin~ham ..... . 0375 .1061 .1450 .1215 20 .1458 
86 Fancy wa5h fahric .. . 0066 . 10.'>0 .1426 .11 9 20 .1426 
89 Turkey red damask. . 2105 .2?..83 .3022 . 2882 25 . 360-2 
98 Silk mull.. .......... .0;)23 .0942 .1400 . 1206 20 .1447 
99 Dotted silk mull .. .. . 0962 . (Y.)80 .1600 .1247 25 .1558 

100 Jacquard swiss mull. . 1048 I .1061 .1750 .1335 30 .1735 

2. 1776 1 2. 3292 3. 1723 1 2. 12rn 
------

Total.. ....... . 430 3. 2177 

Average ....... ~1~ . 1220 1--:1046 16. 53 .1237 

Per cent. 
Marg in between American cost plus selling expense and the Ameri-

can selling price _________________ ____ ________ ____________ 36. 2 
Margin between American cost plus selling expense and English 

selling price without any duty ____________________________ 16. 8 
Margin between Ame1·ican cost plus selling expense and English 

selling p1·ice plus proposed duty ___________________________ 38. 1 
In addition to the English selling price plus the duty there is a.n 

actual expense of 1) pe1· cent for freight and landing charges which lla~ 
not l>eP.n added, which will be an additional protection of 5.0 per cent. 

List of 11 samples tohe1·e the American cost plus selling ea:pense i8 
less than the English selling price plus the proposed duty. 

Amcri- Ameri- Ameri- English 
Sam- can cost can cost can sell- Enif!5h Pro- selling 
~le Trade name of cloth. exclud- including ing se g posed price 

o. ing selling selling price. price. duty. !ilus 
expense. expense. uty. 

----------------
Per ct. 

14 Wide sheeting ...... W. 1962 $0. 2005 ro. 2042 S0.1984 5 S0.2083 
16 English long cloth ... . 0720 . 0741 . 0825 .0731 10 .0804 
20 Persian lawn ... ..... .0887 . 1033 . 1114 .0991 15 .114') 
21 Fancy white goods . . . 0872 . 1000 .100) .0930 20 -1116 
2.3 Dimity check ... . ... .0576 .0613 . 065') . 0603 20 .0727 
25 Fancy white goods .. .1097 .1283 . 145:> . 1223 20 . 147J 
38 Table damask ....... . W03 .2135 .225Q .WOl 25 . 250l 
48 Printed lawn ....... . 0803 . 0853 . 105") .0835 15 .0961 
57 Fancy dimity ....... . 0762 . 0922 . 1250 .0837 15 . 1020 
58 Dimity check ....... .0692 .0732 .()90'.) .0719 15 .0823 
60 Leno fancy .......... .0959 .102J .1125 .098) 20 . llS-3 
68 Rep ...... .. ..... ... . 3513 . 4098 .4750 .353J 40 .494? 
80 Scotch gingham ... .. .1128 .1222 .1450 .1034 w .124) 
90 ~~~~n·.·.::::::::: . 294.7 .372J . 5875 . 33S3 4.0 . 4743 
91 .2121 . 2527 .3050 . 1997 4.0 . 27J5 
94 Cotton voile ......... .1051 . 1078 .1475 .0909 20 .1000 
96 Silk gingham ....... .1243 .1343 .150:> .1157 25 .1443 

2. 33'1 1 2. 6349 I 3. 1166 I 2.""" \ ,., 
---

Total .. __ ,._ ... 3.0093 ---i-------Average ....... .1373 1 .1549 .186S I . 1403 21. 47 .177() 

Per cent . 
Margin bet;ween American cost plus selling expense and the Ameri-

can selling price ----------------------------------------- 20. 5 
Margin between American cost plus selling expense and the Eng-

lish selling price plus the proposed duty ____________________ H. 2 
In addition to English selling price plus duty there Is an actual 

expense of 5 per cent for freight and landing charges which has not 
been added, which will be an additional protection of 6.3 per cent. 

List of 8 samvles tchC?"e the American cost plus selling expense is more 
that~ the English selling price plus the propose<l duty. 

Sam- :a:~~t c~:~~~t Ameri- Engli1h Pro- ~~lft~~h 
ple Trade name of cloth. exclud- i'.:Jcludi'.:lg cal?- sell- selli:ig J!Osed pri:::: 
No. i:J.g selli::Ig sellicig p~l.; prka. duty. plus 

expense. expense. · duty. 

' ---!---------!·----!·---- ---- ----------

Peret. 
35 Striped \oile ........ $0.1251 S0.1431) $0.1460 Sl.1099 20 $0.1319 
54 Cott!>n serge ......... .1073 .1152 .1350 . 093S 20 .1125 
56 Printed dimjty .. .. .. . 0180 .0835 .0800 .0647 15 . 0749 
63 Chambray .......... .132-t .1449 .1050 .0896 10 . 0985 
'i!Jl '!'issue or fancy fab-

rie . ............... .1408 . 153:1 .155:> .1136 20 .1363 
93 Cot ton tapestry ..... .&50:J 1. 0351 1.5000 . €416 40 . f;932 
95 Novelty ~ingha.'Il ... .1747 .183S (a) .1086 2.5 .1357 
97 Silk ging am ........ . 2343 .257(i .2750 .1792 25 . ZZ4'.l 

--------------------
Total.. ...... . 1. 8429 2.1170 2. 3900 1. 4010 175 l.S12'.) 

--------------------
A\erage ....... .2303 .2646 .3414 .1751 21.87 .2265 

rer cent . 
Margin between the .Ame1·ican cost p lus selling expense and the 

Ame1·ican selling pl"ice___________________________________ 21 :> 
Margin of deficiency between the .Ame1·ican cost plus selling ex-

pense and the English selling price plus the proposed duty___ _ lG. 8 
In addition · to the Engiish selling price plus the duty there is an 

nctual expense of 5 pe1· cent for freight and landini? charges which has 
not been added, which would reduce the deficiency 4.2 per cent, leaving 
the deficiency of 12.6 per cent. 

NOTES O~ LIST NO. 4. 

Sample No. 35 : Striped voile is an estimated cost, no actual cost 
being olltained. 

Sample No. 54 : Cotton serge is a printed stripe compared with a 
single dyed yarn stripe. 

Sample No. 56: :Printed dimity, slight variation in organization of 
cost . 

Sample No. G3: Chambray, American cost obtained in exceptionally 
high-cost mill, that purchased its yarn in limited quantities. 

Sample No. 87: Tissue, considerable variation in the organization of 
the cloths compared. 

Sample No. 93 : Cotton tapestry, a high .Am<:rican cost for cards and 
designs. 'l'his cloth was sold in limited quantities with a high selling 
expense (18 cents per yard). · 

Sample o. 9:>~ Novelty gingham, American cost estimated. 
Sample No. 97 : Silk gingham, American cost obtained in bigb-cost 

mill, manufacturing a limited quantity of cloth ot' this construction. 
NO'I'E.-Without rega1·d to differences in selling pl"ices. the differences 

in costs of conversion are believed to be fully covered by the duties 
named herein. 

CHARACTDR OF FCTURE TARIFF LEGISLA.TIO~. 

The keY"note of the declaration of the Ilepublican Partv with refer
ence to future tariff legislation is found in the following 'extract from 
the Chicago platform, adopted OD Jµne 22, rn12: 

"We bold tha't the import duties should be high enougb, while yield
ing a sufficient revenue; to protect adequately Amel"ican industi-ies and 
wages. Some of the existing import duties are too high and should be 
reduced. Req.djustment should be made from time to time to conform 
tC1 changing conditions and to reduce excessive rates, but without in
jury to any Amel'ican industry. To accomplish this correct informa
t:on is indispensable. This information can best be obtained by :::u 
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expert ~ommission, as the large volume of useful· facts contained in the 
recent reports of the Ta.riff Board has demonstrated. • 

"~.rbe pronounced feature of modern industrial life is its enormous 
diversification. To apply tariff rates justly to these changing condi
tions requires closer study and more scientific methods than ever 
before. The Republican Party has shown by its creation of a Tariff 
Doard its recognition of this situation and its determination to be 
equal to it." 

In order that one may see whether the rates provided in the fore
going bill are in aecordance with the declarations of the platform a 
table is herewith submitted, showing the percentage which can be 
add('d to the American cost of the following fabrics, plus selling ex
pense~, in order to equal the selling price of the competing English 
fabrk in New York, with landin"' charges and the duties paid under 
this prnposed bill. It must be understood that the English compet
ing pl'ice includes a profit, but that the profit for the American manu
facturN, together with all the contingencies of the business, such as 
"damping," future advances in wages, trade-union. restrictions, etc., 
must come from the percentage of margin shown berem. 

List of 40 samples where the American selling price is less than the 
English selling price without any duty. 

Margin bet1reen American cost vzus selling expenses .ana selli1~g fH·ice 
of competing English goods landed in Neto York, with proposed duty 
paid. 

Sample 
No. Trade name of cloth. Percent. 

1 Duck ............ ·-········-············--······-······-········ 62.9 
2 ..... do .................... ...... ·-·-·········-···--··-········-- 68. 9 

i ~~if::;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ------~] 
7 Brown drill . . ... ·····-·······-·····-·····-·--·-·····-··-······-· 31.1 

Canton flannel. .... __ .......... ·- .... ___ ._._. __ .. - . -- ....... - · - · 45. l 
9 Cheesecloth .. . ..... -......................... _ ............. - . · · · 103. 5 

rs fi~r:~~~~~:::: :~ :: : : : : : : :: : : : : ::: :: : :: : :: : : : :: :: :: : : : : :: ~ f 
~2 Checked nainsook ... -· ...... ·-·······--· ··-···-··--·····-· ·· ·-· 36. 5 

~6 ~~~rs:f;!-oi= illiidias:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~ 

~~ ~;g;~~~~E::: :::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::: !U 
~~ ~J:i~Ji1:f11~~~~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: iw:g 
-'.1 Printed lawn . .. . -·-· .......... -----··· .. ·-··-·····-·-·---······ 49. 3 

~" . ~~~~~~-r~_t:::::::: ::::::::: ::::: :::: :: :: ::::: ::: :: :::: :: :: :: :: : ~~:; 
(3 ..... do ......... ---··-·············-----····-·-····-······-···-·· 38. 7 

~; ~i!a:~~~0::: ::: : : :: : : : ::: : :::::::::: ::: :: :: :: :: :: :: :: ::: ~: ~ 
51 Scrim ............. -·------·.··-· .. --··-·-· ...... ----·-·-····--··· 61. 0 
52 Crepe kixnona cloth.··-· ..... --·-·--··--··-·· .... ------ ···------ 42. 2 
£5 Galatea cloth .... -- -·················-·-··-····-------·-·---··-· 37.2 
[9 Madras shirting ... -... ........ ..... ·--··- -- ....... --·- - . - . -·.... 20. 3 
fl Book cloth .. · ........ -- ........ -··--···---···---· ·- ·------·····- 61. 4 
Gi Poplin ......... - ~· ---···-- .. ·- ·····-·--· .. ·····--·-·······-·-·· 41. 8 
C!l Sateen ... .................... --·--··--···-··.-·---·-··--··--···. 6. 8 
70 . .... do ..... ---···························-·········-··········-· 34.0 
i3 Cheviot shirting ·-·--···· -· ·····- · ···-·-·-····· -- ········--··-·· 39.2 
14 Madras .......... ----··· ..... -··-·······.-·--··.···-···-·--·.... 38. 8 

~~ ~~~~gi>iaid.~:: :::::::::::::::: :: : : :: : : :: : : :: : : : : : : :: : : : :: : :: : : : ~: ~ 
l Fancy ginghBJll .••••••...•••.•.•• - •• - •.••• - • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • • • 123. 2 

S2 Gingham ........................... : ... -....... -.... -..... - . . . . 110. 3 

List of 26 samples where the American cost plus the selling expense 
is Ie£s than the 1'..'nglish selling price without any duty. 

Mamin bet-:.c_een Atn~,.ican cost plus S!3Uing · eu:penses .and selUng price 
<,f ::ompeting L·ngltsl~ goods landed m New York, w1th fWoposed duty 
paicl. 

Sample I 
No. 

Trade name of cloth. 

11 Linen-finish suiting ..................... _ ................. _ .... . 
15 Long cloth ....... .. ................ __ ........ ···--.··-· ........ . 
17 Nainsook . . ... ... ......................... _____________________ _ 
19 Persian lawn . .................. ................... ___ ... ···-···. 
2G Checked lawn ............................ _ .. ..... ...... _ ....... . 
27 Mercerized corded check. ........ ..... .... ..... __ ........... __ . _ 
23 Dotted swiss check ........................ _ ... .... .. _ ......... . 
2:l Dotted swiss ....... .... .. .................... .. _ ............... . 
24 Fancy white goods ......... -· ........ -· ........ ·-··-· .......... . 
"6 Marquisette . .............................. _._ ........... ____ ._._ 
~5 Printed la\'\"Jl ............... - .. ······-····-·····-····-···-···-·· 
47 Printed batiste ................ ·-···-·················-··-·-···-
49 Printed lawn .. .. .......... ··-· ..... __ ......... ··-· ............ . 
C4 Pongee . ........... - .........•.•••.............................. 
6.'i Soisette ......................... ....•. -................... ·- .. _. 

J Pongee.········ ··· ·························-···-·--·-·········· 
71 Chambray gingham ..... . ............ _ ........................ _. 
72 . .... do ... . ....... .................................. ·-··········· 

7a g~~fianiIB·1-.::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
S3 Fancy gin~am . .. ----···········-················-·····-····-·-
1:6 Fancywashfabric .. --·········· ···· ···-·········-···- ........ . 
S!l Turkey red damask ..... ·-············-························· 

Silk mull ........ _ ......... .... .. ... .......... .......... ... - ... . 
!:9 Dotted silk mull ............ . ....... ...... ----·-·--············· 

10'.) Jacquardswissmull.- .. ········· ···-··············· ·· · ····· ··-· . 

11.5 
· 23.9 
27.3 
40.2 
56.5 
29.2 
38.2 
67. 7 
58.2 
56.8 
37.8 
2-8. 7 
22.6 
26.1 
22.2 
37.l 
30. 7 
30.9 
16.3 
24.7 
43.3 
41. 7 
63.6 
59.5 
64.9 
69.4 

List of 17 samples where the American cost plus selling expense Is 
less .than the English selling p!."ice plus the proposed duty. 
Margin between A.nie1·ica11, cost plus selling ewpe-nses anci selling pr·ice 

of competing English goods landed in New York, with p~·oposed duty 
paid. 

Sample 
No. Trade name of cloth. Percent. 

14 Wide sheeting ....... . ............ _ •......•... _ ................ . 10.l 
14.8 
16.6 
22.3 
24. 0 
21.1 
18. 7 
18. 3 
16.2 
19.1 
21. 5 
26.8 

~ ~~~t~~~~~t-~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::: 

~ ~=r J=k~:::~: ::: : ::: ::::::::: ::: ::: : ::: ::::::: ::: : :: : :: 
38 Table damask· -···· ·····--···· ···· ·····-················-· .... . 4i Printedlawn ___________________ ............................... . 

~~ ~~~1fy ~~1:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~I ~~~ ~~~-~:::: ~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :: 
80 Scotch gingham. __ .... .. ..•......•.. __ ................ .' ....... . 7. 7 

33.4 
16.9 
7.4 

13.9 

0 Corduroy ....... ·-····································-········· 
91 Velveteen ..................................................... . 
94 Cotton voile ..... ·-· ................. __ ............ ·-·.·- .... .. . 
96 Silk gingham ...•...........•........•.••...........••.•. _ •. _ •.. 

Comparison of yarn duties. 

No. of yarn. 

15 .............. - .... ·- ·- .... -- .... - . _ ! .. ·- ... ·- .. 
30 ........ -----· ... ·-··. -· ......... ----- ........ . 
40 .••.........•••.•.•••.....• ·-··-··············· 
50 ..... ·--········-···-··· ·- ···········-····-··· 
60------······-··--·········-···-······-···-······ 
70 ........ ·-········-···························· 
80 .••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••.•• _ .••••• 
90 • •.•• ·-·············-·-························ 
100 .................•.. _ ........•..... ---········ 
110 .......•...•... ········-···· ..••.• ···-········ 
120 ...•...............•....•............ _ ....... . 

Present Proposed 
law. specifics. 

Cents. 
2.50 
5.00 
8.00 

10.00 
12.00 
14.00 
16.00 
18.00 
20.00 
22.00 
24.00 

Cents. 
1. 00 
1. 75 
2.50 
3. 75 
4.50 
5.50 
6.50 
7.50 
8.50 
9.50 

10.50 

Equivalent 
ad >alornm 
rates?~ per 
cent up to 

and including 
No.40; 10 per 
cent, No. 41 
to and in

cluding No. 
80; 15 per 

cent, above 
No.SO. 

Cents. 

1. 72.J2 
2.2215 
3.163 
3. 454 
3.n4 

Proposition based on specific rates is an advance of one-tenth of a 
cent per number for each number on ',yarns exceeding Jo. 60, or 4~ 
cents + 6 cents = 10.5 cents for No. 120. The ad valorcm rates more 
than cover the di.trerence in conversion cost. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask the gentleman frym Alabama [l\!r. 
UNDERWOOD] to use some of his time. 

1\Ir. U1'TDERWOOD. So far as I am advised at present, there 
will be only one closing speech. I may have other requests fo1· 
time, but I am not prepared to use any of our time now. 

.Mr. PAYNE. I yield 45 minutes to the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. LENROOT]. 

1\Ir. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, of the many iniquitous things 
contained in thr: Payne-Aldrich law the cotton and woolen ched
ules are the worst. Presiqent T rtft, while pronouncing the bill 
as a whole the best tariff law ever enacted, declared that the 
woolen schedule was indefensible I think even the President 
will admit now that the cotton schedule was also indefensible. 
These two schedules e pecially were condemned by Progre.'si rn 
Republicans the counh·y oYer. They were .condemned by Yoters 
of all part1-i.es at the election in 1910 and are largely respon ible 
for the Democratic majority in this Hou e to-day. 

Vindication of a position taken i always a pleasant thhlg, 
but it is peculiarly so when that vindication comes from a tariff 
board selected by the same President who condemned ProgressiYe 
Republicans for taking the position they did. 

We contended that the increases in the rates in the cotton 
schedule were unwarranted from · any standpoint and were fa::
beyond any difference in the cost of production at borne ;u1d 
abroad. '.rhe Tariff Board has so found. 

And, 1\Ir. Speaker, let me say just a word with reference to 
the position cf the Democratic majority upon this 'rariff Board. 
I say without any hesitation that, although there are things 
that may be criticized, so far as the report not being complete 
is concerned, there is more real information with reference to 
this subject in that report of the Tariff Board than has been 
gathei;ed from the beginning of tariff agitation to the present 
day from any other source. [Applause on the Republican side. l 
And I say further, without any hesitation, if it had not been for 
the fact that that Tariff Board is a product of the Republicau 
Party, that if the members of that board had not been appointed 
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by a Republican President,, instead of eondemning that wport On 40 of the 100 samples the English price is 42.3 per cent 
you upon the other side would be quoting from it in so"Ur cam- greater than the American .cost, excluding .selling expense. It 
paign textbook this fall. [Applause on the Republican side,1 is 23.5 per cent greater, including selling expense. 

The board finds that the difference in cost of production of On these 40 samples it is clear that fhere should b-e no duty_ 
cotton yarns in the United States and England is from :3.8 at all, either from too Republican or Democratic standpoints, 
per cent to U.9 per cent ad v-alorem, while the rates in the for any duty is practically prohibitive. From a Republican 
Payne-Aldrich law range from 15 to 48 per cent ad valor€'Dl. :Stand.Point no duty is needed to protect the American manu
'I'he board finds that the dutles are in some cases foUT .and five fa.cturer. From a Democratic standpoint no duty shbuld be im
times greater than the difference in COf>t of production. posed, for it w.m produce no revenue, and from theil' stand-

In the case of cotton cloth the rates .are even more unjusti- point is nothing but a. tax upon the American people, a '1 rob
fiable. We have heard much about the Jower wages p.ai<'J · bery,"' as they put it, enriching the tariff barons alone. That js 
abroad, and it has been assumed by some that the duti-es shDuld what they did in their bill at the special session ' and what they 
at least equal the difference in wages, thus assuming that there have done in this bill when on these 40 samples they placed 
is no difference in efficiency. We have often heard upon this duties ranging from 15 to 30 per cent ad valorem. 
fl-0or the i:;tatement made that wages in the Orient are 10 arul Again returning to th~ 100 samples compared by the Tariff 
.!i.5 cents per day, and for that reason alone it was assumed that Board, in addition to the 40 I ,have already spoken of, there are 
high tariffs were needed for .protection. 26 samples where· the American cost both including and ex-

The Tariff Board has so completely exploded that bugaboo duding selling expense is less than the English price, but the 
that I do not tllink it will be heard of again in this Cho.moor. margin of differenee Ls not so great as in the case of the 40 
But for fear that some gentleman may ignorantly fall in.to the samples. Of these 26 samples the English selling price is 25 per 
same error, I wLsh to spend a moment upon it now. In the c.ent greater than the. American cost, excluding ·selling expense. 
debate at the special session upon ~tile cotton schedule the gen- · It is 16.S per cent greater, including selling expense. It is clea!.' 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr . .AUSTIN], spea.h.~g of the cott.on that this margin is .amply sufficient to enable the .American 
mrns of Japan, said: manufacturer to successfully compete with .the English prie~. 

Their. mills are the best .equipped made in the Engiish work~hops, but Temembering that the English price includes a profit, and 
and thell' labor .the cheapest on the iaee of this earth-10 eents for we do not know exactly what English cost l_s, a small duty 
boys and girls, 15 cents for women, and 22 cents for men per -day. would be justified both from the standpoint of protection and 

A moment later he said: revenue. 
If this bill should become a law, there is not a: cotton mill in a So far, then, out of 100 samples of cotton cloth we have 66 

single Southern State that will ever seU a yard of calico on the Pa-
cific coast or in the far western States In competition with calico of them where the ..av-erage English priee is from 16.8 per cent 
made in th.e mills of Japan. . to .33.5 per eent greater than t4e :average American cost of 

Now, I do not quote this language for the purpose of criti- production, including selling expense. 
cizing the gentleman from Tennes ee, but only to illustrate how There are 25 samples where the average English price is less 
lack of information leads to recklessness -0f statement. In than the .American .eost -0f produetion. On 17 of the samples the 
refutation of the· .statement of the gentleman from Temlessee English price is 2 per cent greater than the .American cost, 
I ask you to turn to Table 162 of the report of the Tariff Board .ex.eluding selling expense, but including selling expense the 
which gives a comparison -0f the employees necessary to operat~ .American cost is 10.4 per cent greater than the English selling 
a 1,000-loom weaving mill in the United States and m .Japan. priee. 
The wages of the weavers in the Japanese mills are. it is true, < On 8 samples the .American cost, both including and e+clucling 
on}y 18! ~ents p~r day as against .$1.59 per day in the Ameriean selling expense, ~ greater than the English price. It is 31.5 per rn:11. but it .r-eqUires 700. weavers to do the work in a Japanese eent greater .excluding and 51.1 per eent greater including 
mill a.s against only 53 m an American mill, and the total cost selling expense. On these 25 samples therefore a substantial 
per day for weaving in the Japanese mill is $129.50 as aO'ainst duty is justified both from a protecti1e and a revenue stand
only $84.27 in the American mill. Putting it in .another"' way, point. 
one• American weaver for $1.59 does as much work a-s 13 Jap- I have n-ot the time to analyze the entir.e report of the Tariff 
anese weavers for $2.40. Board and shall confine myself to this statement regarding 
· Beli~Ving ~hat ghost ~ill not walk again, let us get back to cotton yarn and cotton cloth. I will, however, frankly state 
a consrcteration of the differen.ce in -cost of production in this that upon the bala.nee of the schedule the i·eport of the boo.rd 

·country and England. We find that an American wea:rer as a is not ro complete as it should be, and as I .am satisfied it wo11ld 
rule,. produces a great deal more than his English br~ther. ha·rn been .could the board hav-e had further time to complete 
Quoting from tbe report of the Tariff Board, 00 page 11: their inzestigation. However, we have sufficient infoI"Ination to 

In the case of plain looms (not automa.tic) the English weaver . deal intelligently with every paragrttph -Of the schedule. 
seldom tends more than 4 fooms, while in this .country a weaver rarely We have before us the Democratic bill, which is the same bill 
tends less than 6, and more frequently 8 or even 12 if equipped with that was THi.c:sed at the special session. I propose in the time I "warp stop motions." ' .lo'~ 

have left to discuss that bill and make some comparisons b& · 
The report then goes on to say that automatic looms ai·e little tween it and the r-eport of the Tariff Board. 

nsed in England. while there are over 200,000 in the United When the bill was under consideration a.t the special session 
States, and on such looms the American weaver commonly tends l voted for it and spoke for it. I undertook to show then that 
20 and sometimes as high as 28. notwithstanding its label, and notwithstanding the declaration 

After going into a fnl1 recital of the facts, the board, on page of its sponsors, it was in the main a protective measure. 
12 of the report, sums up the matter as follows : The report of the Tariff Board now -conclusively shows that 

Keeping the .above fact!' in mind, it may be stated th~t in the case this Democratic bill was and is a protective measure but that 
of a large vanety of plam good the 'labor cost of tnrnin.,. yarn into hi h 
cloth .in the United States is not greater, ~nd in 'SOme ease.s is lower many -Of the rates in it are ·g er than can possibly be indorsed 
than m England. ' by any Republican who -stands upon the Chicago platform -0f 

The report then goes on to state that in finer goods the cost .1908. After .a -careful examination of the i·eport of the board I 
is gr'e.ater in this country, and we then find the folillwing: was satis:fi.ed that if our Democratie friends brought in a bill at 

Figuces are presented in the report .showin<>' that although labor this session revising the .cotton schedule that the i·ates in i t 
costs in the cotton industry are in many case'S lower in the United w-0uld" upon such a staple necessity .as eotton cloth, be much 
Stat~s than England, . ye~ the aetua~ hourly earnings in this country lower than those in the bill passed last year~ but to my utter 
are, m most of the pnnc1pal occupations, much greater. amazement we find that notwithstanding the information thev 

This corroborates the assertion made by most economists that now have, they offer the same bill .as they did at the special 
higher wages may often lower labor costs. session, and we have to-day a situatio.n unparalleled in .Ameri-

In the Payne-Aldrich law higher rates -0f duty a.re imposed can history of the Democratic Party offering a tariff bill that 
upon doth which is bleachOC4 printed, ;dyed, mercerized and so carries prohibitive duties upon necessaries of life which are 
forth. Concerning this the board finds, on page 13 : ' much higher than the Republi<:an Party can indorse. [.Ap-

A .comparison of 60 specific samples for which finishincr data were 1 th R p bl" ca s· d ] 
?btained shows th.at in most. cases the difference between "the charges P a use on e e u 1 n 1 e. 
m. the two countries were shght, but that the American .charges wel'e Never again can the Democratic Party boast that it stands 
slightly lower on most of the samples.. for a tariff for revenue only. Never again can it, without the 

.Another interesting comparison is furnished by Table 136, rankest hypocri y, go before, the American people and de
where 100 ·samples of .cloth are taken, ranging from cCali'co print nounee the robber tariff barons and condemn the Republican 
to cotton tapestry, an.d a comparison is made between the Party for taxing the people for the benefit of the cotton ma.nu
American cost of production, both including and excluding sell- facturer. What explanation there may be for this strange 
ing expense a.ud the English ·Selling price, which of cvnTse in- attitude of the Democratic Party I will not undertake to say. 
eludes a profit to the English manufacturer~ The tact that there are -very large cotton .mills in the South 
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ma-y be one reason, but I am more inclined to think that it is 
merely another evidence of the stubbornness of the Democracy, 
and this exhibition makes the emblem of the Democratic Party 
more appropriate than ever. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LENROOT. I will. 
Mr. CANNON. I understand from reports in the news

papers and otherwise that 1\IarshaJl Field & Co. have bought 
a large number of these mills that make the kind of cotton 
cloth to which the gentleman refers, and we all understand 
that Marshall Field & Co. would not object to a prohibitive 
duty. Although they are the great distributing merchants in 
our Ui<;ldle West, they haye sense enough to keep quiet when 
their friends are around. 

Mr. LENROOT. That may be, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. CANNON. I am only stating what I understand from 

the reports. · ' 
Mr. LENROOT. I understand· the gentleman. But after all, 

and to be entirely fair to the Democratic majority, they are 
ouJy pursuing their ordinary course of seldom being willing to 

_progress and never able to learn. They are always looking 
backward, never forward, so far as constructive statesmanship 
is concern"ed. To paraphrase and adapt a statement of the 
candidate of the Democratic Party for President, Woodrow 
Wilson : " The Democratic majority in this House occupies a 
place in the ship of stat~in the stern, looking back at the 
wake of the ship." [Laughter and applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

But it is not for me to attempt to explain the utterly inde
fensible position of the Democratic majority with respect to 
this bill. We know that it has information now from a Tariff 
Board appointed by a Republican President, a Tariff Board 
the reports of which the Democrats said less than a year ago 
would be unreliable because they would unduly favor the pro
tected interests of the country. 

Tbey know that that charge has fallen to the ground. They 
know that the report of the Tariff Board will not sustain-many 
of tlle rates in this bill. They know that many of the rates in 
this biJJ should be lower, according to the report of the board. 

The Democratic majority are not brave enough nor patriotic 
enough to frankly confess that they were mistaken as to the 
nonpartisan character of the Tariff Board. They are ·not brave 
enough nor pa triotic enough to frankly take advantage of the 
report of the board in the interest of the American people. 
They evidently take the position that they would rather be 
consistent than right, and they are very seldom either. [Laugh
ter and applause on the Republican side.] 

I am confirmed in this by an article in the Washington Post of 
yesterday morning. I intended to have it with me, but it is an in
terview with the gentleman from New York {Mr. REDFIELD], who 
had just come from a conference with Gov. Wilson, the Demo
cratic candidate. You retnember at that ~nterview he stated 
that the policy of the Democratic Party would be a gradual re
duction of the 'tariff, and that they would not attempt to come 
at one time down to a revenue tariff only, and be gave a specific 
illustra tion; that if the reduction of 30 points was necessary to 
bring the ta riff down to a revenue basis, they would favor 
first bringing it down 15 points, or halfway. Now, they might 
make that kind of contention were it not for the fact that only 
the day before yesterday that very proposition was presented 
to this House, the very proposition that Mr. REDFIELD contends 
for, in the woolen bill that came from the Senate, and the 
Democratic majority, then voiced by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HARRISON] took the position that they were not in 
fayor of going halfway; they were all in favor of making no 
reduction unless they could cut to the very bottom, and it 
seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the position the Democratic 
majority would like to take is that t o avoid any revision now, 
for the benefit of the protective manufacturers, they say, "We 
will not have ·any tariff revision now; we will let you alone." 
They say, "When we get into power do not worry, because 
then we will vote for such reductions as we are voting against 
now." 

But I now desire to submit some proof that many of the 
rates in this Democratic bill are ' too high, are prohibitive, and 
will produce no revenue. - · 

The first paragraph relates to cotton yarn and imposes duties 
according to numbers from 10 per cent to 20 per cent ad 
valorem. The Tariff Board finds that the difference in cost of 
production of yarns, except those of the highest numbers, 
ranges from 3.8 per cent to 11.9 per cent ad valorem, while the 
lowest rate in this Democratic bill is 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Paragraph 3 relates to cotton cloth on which duties are im
posed ranging from 15 per cent ad valorem, and in addition 5 
per cent is added if the cloth is bleached, dyed,- colored, stained, 
painted, printed, or mercerized. 

The r epor t of the board conclusively shows that these rates 
can not be sustained from a revenue standpoint, and they a re 
t Qo high from a protective standpoint. Cotton cloth enters into 
the cost of living of every American home, and if the Demo
cratic majority was at all sincere in its profession of concern 
for the American people they would have reduced the rates 
in this paragraph of the bill. The report of the board shows 
conclusively that the coarser and heavier fabrics are pro
duced cheaper here than abroad, and that a duty of 15 per cent, 
as proposed in this bill, can not possibly be !1 revenue producer. 
It is just as prohibitive, as far as importations are concerned, 
as is the present law. 

I am aware that the distinguished chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee [Mr. UNDERWOOD] and others upon the 
Democratic side attempt to meet this criticism by declaring that 
the rates proposed b the present bill are a great reduction from 
those contained in the Payne-AM.rich law; that they do not 
~laim that the rates could not be made much lower without 
injury to the American industry; that they are malting gradual 
reductions and do not propose to go the whole distance at one 
time. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama and the 
Democratic majority i~ esfopped from making any such claim 
now. To make such a clain;i is an admission by them that this 
bill does contain protective rates, a proposition which was most 
vigorously denied when this same bill was nnder consideration 
at the special session. It was then claimed by eyery Democrat~c 
Member who spoke upon the subject that this bill was purely a 
revenue measu~e; that it had no other design than to produce 
revenue. 

The majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, in their 
report upon this bill at the special session, used the following 
language: 

The most important feature to be kept in mind in revising Schedule I 
in the interest of the welfare of the general public is that the rates be 
made truly competitive as far as possible-that is, that they be made 
low enou~h to permit potential competition from imports for the sake 
of natural and proper regulation of domestic prices. 

The gentleman from Alabama, in opening the debate upon this 
bill at the special session, had a colloquy with the gentleman. 
f rom Maine [Mr. HINDS], as follows: 

Mr. HINDS. The gentleman says this cotton bill is fr-amed solely to 
the end of the revenue in view? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think the gentleman can doubt that propo-
sition. -

Mr. Hrr ns. Therefore, does the g>entleman say also that it leaves out 
entirely the principle of protection? 

Mr. U NDERWOOD. Absolutely, SO far as my knowledge is concerned. 

It therefore does not lie in the mouth of any Democrat to now 
claim that when . this bill was presented at the special session 
that there was in the minds of the Democratic majority any 
other thought than that this was purely a re_venue measure: 
and that if enacted into law it would permit a sufficient com
petition from abroad to regulate prices in this country. 

Upon this plain cotton cloth fabric it must be entirely clear 
now to every Member of the House that the rates in this bill 
are not sufficiently low to permit any competition, that they 
are not sufficiently low to provide any revenue to the Govern
ment, and I shall await with great curiosity an explanation 
from the other side as to how· they propose to ra ise revenue for 
the Government under the rates, proposed in the cloth paragraph 
of this bill. They can only do so by completely reversing their 
position with reference to the Tariff Board, by claiming that 
whereas a year ago they claimed that the findings of the Ta.riff 
Board would favor protected interests, that now the findings 
of the Tariff Board are unjust to protected interests in that 
they do, not justify as high tariff rates as protected interests 
are entitled to receive. 

But to get back to the cloth paragraph of the cotton schedule. 
The report of the board shows that duties greater than 5 to 20 
per cent can not be sustained from either a Democratic or 
Republican standpoint. 

But that is not all in this paragraph. The bill adds 5 per 
cent ad valprem for cloth bleached, dyed, colored, and so forth, 
or what is known as finishing, while the facts presented by the 
board show beyond peradventure that the cost of fini hing is 
less in this country than in England. I challenge any l\lember 
on the Democratic side of tlle House to defend this additional 
rate of 5 per cent, and before this debate is oyer I demand that 
they either give some reason for imposing this burden upon the 
people or else strike it out from the bill. 

I cap. not go through the bill in detail within the time 
allotted me. According to the report of the board, the other 
rates in the bill are not greatly different than those warranted 
by the report of the board. Some duties are higher than are 
necessary arid some are lower than are warranted by the report. 

The bill as a whole, as stated by the chairman, reduces duties 
from 48 per cent ad valor em under the present law to 27 per 
cent ad valorem. The repqrt of the board shows that the rates 
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can be · still further lowerea. both from a Democratic and Re
publican standpoint. From computations which I have made, 
I am satisfied ·that an ayerage rate of 20 per cent ad valorem 
can be sustained from a protective st:tndpoint, and surely a 
higher rate can not be defended from a revenue standpoint. 

'l"be gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] will, I under
stand, offer a substitute to this bill, levying duties from the 
standpoint of protection to the American industry. I haye care
fully gone O'rnr his figures, and while some of them are higher 
than I belieye are warranted by the board, yet, recognizing the 
difficulties of classification, and in view of the fact that the 
rates proposed by him are lower in the main than in the Demo
cratic bill, I shall haye no hesitation in giving it my support. 

And in this connection permit me to say that while I have 
often differed with the gentleman from Connecticut in tariff 
matters, especially as to the reciprocity bill, too much credit 
£:an not be given him for the 'fearless stand he has taken upon 
this schedule and upon the woolen schedule. He comes from 
New England, supposedly the section receiving greater benefits 
than any other from high protection, but when he has the facts 
before him as they have lJ~n presented by the Tariff Board, 
he honestly applies those facts to these two tariff bills, regard
less of whether such action condemns the Payne-Aldrich bill or 
not. The American producer has a right to expect protection 
from undue competition from abroad when the cost of produc
tion is greater hei:e. He who demands m-0re than that is not a 
Republican. He is the greatest enemy the Republican Party 
has. If in the years to come Republicans generally will follow 
the example of the gentleman from Connecticut in his treat
ment of the 'cotton and woolen schedules, then the principle of 
protection to American industries will be safely intrenched as 
one of the established policies of this Nation, and all of the 
misrepresentations and academic theories of the Democracy 
shall not prevail against it. 

I have said that the general a-rnrage of the duties in the sub
stitute to be proposed by the gentleman from Connecticut is less 
than the Democratic bill. The average in the Democratic bill 
is 21 per cent ad valorem. Now, I ask you to follow me for a 
moment in the consideration of what the e reductions from the 
Payne-Aldrich law mean to the Am~rican people according to 
Democratic authority. 

In the debate upon this bill at the special ses&ion the gentle
man from New York [Mr. HA.ruusoN], a member of the Ways 
and l\.feans Committee, stated: 

It !s believed by our committee that the revenue will not be materially 
disturbed and that the burden of taxation upon the American people 
will be lif-ted to the amount of $200,000,000. ~ 

l\fr. llinBrsoN states th:.it the Committee on Ways and Means 
believed "that this bill will save the American people $200,000,000 
annually. While, .as a matter of fact, this amount is largely 
exaggerated, for the purpose of my argument I will a sume that 
it is correct. 'fhe Democratic majority can not complain if I 
make that assumption, for I am merely adopting for the time 
being their own theory. 

If this pending Democratic bill would save the American 
people $200,000,000 per year, then the Hill bill, by the same 
reasoning, would save the American people more than $221-
000,000 per year, for the Democratic bill reduced duties from 4S 
to 27 per cent ad valorem, while the Bill bill reduced duties 
from 48 to 25 per cent ad valorem. In other words, the Hill 
bill reduced duties 4.8 per cent while the Democratic bill is a 
reduction of only 44 per cent. 

When the vote is taken upon the Hill bill and the solid Demo
cratic majority vote against it, as I expect they will, I give 
Democratic Members notice now that they will have some ex
plaining to do in the fall campaign. It will not suffice for them 
to rail against the Payne-Aldrich law. 

It is a matter of sincere regret to me that the Republican 
minority of the Committee on Ways and Means has not seen 
fit to indorse the Hill bill in a minority report or offer any bill 
revising the cotton schedule. I believe the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL] is the only member of the Republican 
minority that proposes affirmative action upon the part of the 
Republicans revising the cotton schedule. ... 

At the special session last year when this same bill was 
under consideration and just before its passage the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE] made the following motion to 
recommit the bill : 

Mr. PAYNE moves to recommit the bm H. R. 12812 to the Committee 
on Wass and Means. with instructions to that committee to hold the 
bill in committee until tbe Tariff Board makes rep-0rt to Congress of the 
information secured by said Tariff Board in regard to the production, 
manufacture, n e, and .consumption of cotton goods, and especially 
covering every element of the cost of production, and to report said bill 
back to the House with such provisions and amendments as it may 
deem proper after _ examination and consideration of the information 
so reported by the Tari.If Board. 

The Tariff Board bas reported now. The Democratic majority 
has ignored that report and apparently a majority of the 
Republican minority of the Committee on· Ways and Means has 
also voted to ignore it, for otherwise they would have presented 
as a minority a bill reTising the cotton schedule. . 

l\1r. LONGWORTH. l\1r. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. LE1''R001.1: Certainly. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. With regard to the action taken origi

nally by the minority upon the Hill bill, I can state to the gen
tleman that it came at a time when definite assurance, prac
tically, had been given by the leader of the majority that a cot
ton bill would not be reported at this session of Congress. This 
meeting was called with only a day's notice, and it was the first 
time that any members of the minority committee .had an op
portunity to inspect the bill offered by 1\Ir. HILL. Therefore 
definite action was not taken for the reason stated at the time 
that the members of· the minority desired some fm.·ther time 
to look into it. 

Mr. LEJ\TROOT. l\Ir. Speaker, I do not, of course, question 
the statement of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I concur in the statement of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

l\1r. LE..~OOT. Mr. Speaker, if the minority members of 
the Committee on Ways and Means shall vote for this Hill bill 
when the vote is taken, then I shall regard it as a complete 
explanation. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentl_e
man that he will be satisfied to some extent, at any rate. 

Mr. LE!\'ROOT. Mr. Speaker, I, of course, in reading the 
report assumed that that was the action of the minority com~ 
mittee-it so states that they did not propose to offer any, 
affirmative legislation, and I am satisfied, I say, if that was the 
attitude of the minority of the committee it does not represent 
the wishes or the sentiments of the Republican membership of 
this House. 

An o-verwhelming majority of the Repu.Qlica.ns in this Hous~ 
a.re sincere in their desire that this question be investigated by, 
a Tariff Board, and after investigation honestly and impar
tially made, they are willing to act upon that information. I 
am confident that the Hill bill will receive practically the 
unanimous support of this side of the House. 

In line with the position taken by a majority of the Repub
lican members of the Oommittee on Ways and Means is the 
attitude of the American Protective Tariff League. As is well 
known, the American Protective Tariff League vigorously op
posed the creation of a Tariff Board, and no tariff could be 
placed so high that would not meet with its approval. Its 
membership is made up very largely of that class of citizens 
who seem to believe that the great purpose pf the Constitution 
of the United States was to protect industrial wrongs. They 
are loud in their profession of fealty to "constitutional' gov
ernment." They denounce at every opportunity any change in 
the Constitution, and they grow red in the face condemning 
such revolutionary theories as the initiati~e. ' referendum, and 
recall. That is, they do that when they fear that those things 
may interfere in the slightest degree with their control of gov
ernment and their special privilege existing by virtue of that 
control · 

But such things do not seem dangerous when they would 
like .to use them for their own purposes, to illustrate which I 
wish to quote from a letter received by me--no doubt similar 
letters were received by other Members-from Wilbur F. Wake
man, treai:."TI.r-er and general secretary of the Protective Tariff 
League: 

We earnestly recommend that all tarifl' reduction measures should 
be submitted to the people of this country 1n November. We mean by 
this that the measures now proposed and pending shall be submitted to 
the voters of this country, and we have not a doubt as to what the 
voters of this country wi.J. decide. 

Reference of these measures to the " mob," or to the " bleach
ers," as my friend from Kansas, Mr. CAMPBELL, would term it, 
advocated by the treasurer and general secretary of the Amer
ican Protective Tariff League! Evidently they regard the 
referendum as a 1most meritorious thing when used to delay 
action against the public interest, but a vicious thing when 
used in tha public interest. 

I am not one who fears to submit these matters at the coming 
election, as is suggested by the Ameri(!an Protective Tariff 
League, but I want definite proposals by the Democratic Party 
and definite proposals by the Republican Party as to just what 
they propo f> to do, as is done in this case by the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. 

But there is no occasion for delaying action. If the people 
disapprove of any action taken by either Republicans or Demo
crats, that disapproval will find itself evidenced in tariff legis
lation enacted at a special session of Congress in 1913. 
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If the Republican membership of this House shall, in the 
consideration of this measure, show their sincerity in advocat
ing a tariff board by voting for the Hilt bill, which will be pro
posed, their action will do much to insure a Republican ma
jority in the next House. [Prolonged applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. l\Ir. Speaker, how much time have I remaining'? 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has 53! 
minutes remaining. 

l\Ir. P .AYNE. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa [l\lr. GREEN]. -
. l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I favor the bill intro
duced by the gentleman from Connecticut and shall be unable, 
in any e""rent, to vote for the bill presented by the Democratic 
majority. I voted for the La Follette wool bill, although I did 
not like its general plan, and considered it imperfect in many 
respects, because I believed it removed the most objectionable 
features in the present law; but when this opportunity of remov
ing these objectionable features and offering relief against them 
to the people was given to our Democratic friends, the gentle
man from New York [Mr. HARRISON], speaking for them, told 
us that they would revise the tariff in their own time, in their 
own way, and absolutely according to their own plan, or not at 
all. For myself this reply was not unexpected. They will have 
an opportunity now to accept a bill which corrects the errors 
in the cotton schedule and affords the consumer all proper relief. 
I expect their answer to the proposition made through the bill 
presented by the gentleman from Connecticut will be the same 
as before, but I imagine there will be hereafter less of the talk 

· on their part that they desire to relieve the consumer by lower
ing the tariff rate, and certainly they must abandon their claim 
that the Republican Party is not willing to do anything in this 
direction. 

If the Underwood bill, now presented by the Democratic 
majority, removed any of the objectionable features of the 
present Jaw, or corrected any evil growing out of it, without 
causing a greater injury, I trust I am not such a hidebound 
partisan that I would be unwilling to accept it; but the fact is 
that it makes no impro>ement on the present law in any direc
tion, corrects no evil existing in it, and must-inevitably injure 
our manufacturers if put in force. 

What can be-said in defense of a bill, fTom the standpoint of 
any Republican, which raises the tariff on goods which are 
manufactured cheaper here than abroad-upon which the tariff 
is now prohibitory-but which lowers the duty on goods which 
are already being imported in large quantities? The great bulk 
of the cotton goods used in this country are manufactured at 
home and sold at a less price than they can be bought abroad 
and shipped here. Upon this class of goods the rates are now 
prohibitory. · The Democratic bill leaves them prohibitory, and 
even increases them in some instances. The substantial reduc
tions that are made by the Democratic bill are in connection 
with the goods as to which our manufacturers now with diffi
culty compete with. foreigners and which, as a rule, are used 
more largely by people in comfortable circumstances. 

On the former discussion of the Democratic bill the gentle
man from New York [l\Ir. :JlARRISON] admitted that the rates 
had been raised on some g11ades, and excused the raise on the 
ground that the importations of the goods on which the duties 
were thus raised were inconsiderable and that the rates had 
been lowered where the importations had been large. i did 
not expect to find that the bill had in fact taken a form so 
absurd, but an examination of it shows that a large portion of it 
is so drawn as to effectively condemn it. 

Lest this statement should seem overdrawn, I propose to sup< 
port it by a few illustrations, of which I could give u large 
nnmber did my time permit. During the former debate 0 " 1 this 
bill it was shown from the report that accompanied it t.:iat a 
very small quantity of bleached muslin cloth, valued not to 
-E>.xceed 9 cents per yard, was imported in 1910. The duty on 
this, according to the same report, was less than 11 per cent 
ad Yalorem, and the small quantity imported showed that i.t was 
practically prohibitory. This rate is raised by the Underwood 
bill to 20 per cent. Perhaps a better illustration of how the 
Democratic bill works out is found in sample No. 9, referred to 
in the table of samples giv.en in the tariff report. It is bleached 
'cheesecloth, and is manufactured in this country and ·sold at the 
mills for 2.G2 cents. -The seliing price in England is 3.62 cents. 
In such nn instance even a nominal tariff of 5 per cent, proposed 
by tb"! Hill bill, is unnece sary, but the Underwood bilI keeps it 
nt 20 per cent. ynbleached sheeting containing not -to exceed 
100 tllrea<ls .to tlle quare inch is now quoted by all the mills 
of this country at lower prices than at the mills of England, yet 
the duty on this cln s of goods is kept in the Underwood bill at 
from 15 to 20 per cent. S;unple No. 19 of the Tariff B9ard, 
l:>leaehe1l l'<'Tsi:rn lmrn, is mridc cheaper in this country than 

abroad. The Underwood bill puts a tariff on it of 25 per cent. 
Sample 46, bleached and printed organdie, is also manufactured 
here cheaper, and again the Underwood bill puts a 25 per cent 
rate upon it. In the Hst of 100 samples of various kinds of 
cloth given in the Tariff Board's report 40 are shown to be sold 
at a less price in this country than abroad without any duty, 
but the Underwood bill still maintains a high rate upon these 
goods . 

Where the rate is prohibitory, to ma:ke a new rate which is 
still prohibitory means nothing. It is a change, but a change 
that is needless and useless. Staple cotton goods, as I have be
fore stated, are sold in this country at the mill doors for less 
than they can be bought abroad. What excuse can be given 
for maintaining rates of which the instances given above are 
fair examples? Why not bring them down to those fixed by the 
Republican bill introduced by the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hrr.L]? I know of no good reason and none can be given. 
unless it be that these goods are largely manufactured by the 
southern mills; that the southern Democrats are now in con
trol and ready to slash the rates that apply only to the prod
ucts of the northern mills, but m~tain them prohibitory as 
to factory products of the South. It is true that most of these 
rates are lower than those under the present law, but the 
present law affects nobody and injures no one on these staples 
as to which the American mill is already the cheapest place in 
all the world at which to buy them. The rates of the Demo
cratic bill are not low enough to affect these mills if they saw 
fit to go into a combination, rumors of which are now in the air. 
For real reduction on these goods we must look to the Republi
can bill, which imposes on them merely a nominal rate. 

If the majority desires to eradicate an evil that has grown 
up under the present law, it might have found an opportunity 
under the thl'ead schedule. The combination of the thread 
manufacturers has resulted in the formation of one of the 
few trusts known to the cotton industry. It would have been 
supposed, after all the outcry which has been made on the 
other side against trusts, that this combination would have re
ceived a cut in rates deeper than in any other line. A reduc
tion was indeed made, but it was not one that will in the 
slightest way affect this trust. It should have gone far lower
as the Republican bill does. 

When we come to schedules as to which our manufacturers 
now compete with difficulty with the foreigners, and of which 
the imports are large and increasing, we find that the revenue 
principle upon which the Democratic bill was framed has bel"ll 
relentlessly applied. As a matter of course, if severe cuts are 
made in these schedules the importations will largely increase 
and we will receive more revenue, but as we do not need the 
revenue it would hardly seem advisable even from a Democratic 
standpoint, and certainly this plan can commend itself to 110 
Republican. If more goods are imported, the inevitable result 
is the displacement of our manufactures and a loss of wages to 
our workingmen. If the tariff is to be framed for revenue only, 
this is immaterial. For those, however, who wish to see our 
money kept at home and our wage earners given employment, 
this is n. matter of the highest importance. 

An example of how the bill was framed in relation to goods 
now imported in· large quantities abroad is found in the plush 
schedule, which is reduced by the Underwood bill more than 
40 per cent, and in the report accompanying this bill it was 
estimated that the 1910 exports would increase under it about 
$267,000. As a matter of fact, they increased over $1,400,000 
without any change in the law, and now it is proposed to nearly 
cut the rate in two by the Underwood bill. The result of such 
a proposition wiII be simply to close the American mills without 
any appreciable benefit to the consumer and with a great loss to 
American labor. 

Heretofore, whenever the cotton schedule was mentioned, 
gentlemen on the other side have presented some tables, made 
by I know not whom, showing inordinate profits claimed to have 
been made by some of the great mills which manufacture staple 
cotton goods. The accuracy of these tables has been denied, but 
I care nothing about the question so raised at this time. Has 
this;bill sought to reach the great mills? No. It strikes at the 
small manufacturer-the plush-goods makers, the knit-goods 
industry, the makers of chenille, and the like. In these goods 
the imports are already large and increasing. Of the plush 
goods there was three times ~s much imported in 1911 ~as in 
1910 ; of chenille twice as much. So severe reductions in the 
rates on these goods, as are contemplated by the Underwood 
bill, simply means that in many branches the American mills 
and manufacturers will no longer be able to compete and must 
give way to the foreign producers. 

The hosiery schedule, as it now stands, may be admitted to be 
faulty in some respects, especially in that the duty on cheap hose 
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ought to be lowered. The small mills making hosiery are scattered 
all over th~ country, and the gentleman from Connecticut, in 
preparing the Republican bill, cut this schedule to the bone. 
My own calculations, taken from the report of the Tariff Board, 
would indicate that the industry could not stand the rates 
which he proposed, but I have such a high opinion of him as 
an authority on this subject that I yield out of deference to his 
views. The Democratic majority, not content with these rates, 
proceeded to go still further and lower and make up a hosiery 
schedule which, according to the report of the Tariff Board, 
would close every hosiery mill in this country except those 
making certain brands of a class not easily obtained abroad: 
What reason can be given for this? On the former discussion 
of this bill the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
was asked by the gentleman. from New York .if he did not know. 
that hosiery and stockings, considering the quality, were cheaper 
in this country than ever before, nothwithstanding an advance 
of from 25 to 50 per cent in the cost of cotton. The gentleman 
from Alabama did not deny the claim thus made, but said that 
it was because of a Republican panic. Where was the "panic"? 
The same kind of a " panic " now prevails and the same prices 
on hosiery are maintained. Who is there that does not know 
that hosiery is cheaper than it was 20 years ago? If there is 
any doubt upon the subject, I would refer to table No. 4, given 
by Sena tor BURTON in his tecent speech on the cost of living, 
which shows the scale of prices on hosiery for each year since 
1890. Hosiery is somewhat higher tlum it was 10 years ago, 
but the advance is not equal to the proportionate advance in 
wages or in other commodities. No one claims that there is 
any trust among the hosiery mills; on the contrary, it is ac
knowledged that there is the keenest competition between them. 
This is the only country in the world in which you can buy at 
any price hose warranted to stand any kind of wear for six 
months. What reason can be given then for destroying this 
indust ry which produced nearJy $60,000,000 worth of manu
factured products in 1909? 

The knlt-goods industry, which is so seriously affected by the 
Democratic bill, paid $44,000,000 in wages to the American work
ingman, by him again to be distributed to the farmers and othe1· 
workingmen who supplied the articles that entered into his 
living expenses. -

Tha gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRISON] stated that 
the Democratic .Members of this House were sent h~ri by the 
consumers and were interested in the consumers alone. Like 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT], I know of no 
one who is merely a consumer except the tramp and individuals 
whose occupation is that of collecting rents or cutting off cou
pons. 'rhe produC'er :rnd consumer must stand together. I speak 
for perhaps the largest class of producers-the American 
farmer-who has learned by bitter experience that when the 
mills are closed ancl the wages of their operatives stop that the 
market for his produce is gone. He knows that money sent 
abroad to buy manufactured goods does not find its way back 
to him. He has found that he and the mill worker must stand 
together hand in hand to maintain adequate wages for one and 
a home market for the other. 

It is no argument to say that because the Republican bill 
averages somewhat lower than the Underwood bill that there
fore Republicans should be willing to accept it. .A. verages are 
no criterion for that purpose. One might as well tell a farmel' 
that a harness which was weak here and there but had increased 
strength somewhere else averaged well, or that a wagon tongue 
that was unnecessarily heavy in front and weak to the point 
of danger at the rear averaged stronger than one which was 
made of the proper dimensions, or that a corn planter that 
uropped one kernel in one hill and five in others was averag
ing the right number. Each separate item of a tariff bill might 
be utterly wrong and yet be of the same average as one prop
erly prepared. The reductions in the Hill bill, while far beyond 
some of those in the Underwood bill in some items, continue to 
give the active, energetic, and up-to-date manufacturer an op
portunity to pursue his business and give employment to his 

. men on the American scale of wages, the highest known in the 
world. The Underwood bill would accomplish nothing except 
to ·ruin the manufacturer in certain lines and deprive his em
ployees of their wages. 

I have taken the figures which I present from the report of 
the Tariff Board. It is not necessary at this time to make any 
defense Of this board. The Underwood bill itself furnishes an 
unanswerable argument in defense of the Tariff Board report. 
Who is there that does not know that the Underwood bill would 
not have been drawn in its present form if the report had been 
in existence when the bill was prepared? The bill now is only 
adhered to becausa to change it would be only to admit the 
necessity of a Tariff Board, and it would be necessary for the 

. new bill to run the gauntlet of another caucus. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] frankly admits 
that were it not for the information supplied by the Tariff 
Board be would not have thought it possible to make the re
ductions proposed by his bill, and what excuse is given by 
the Democratic majority for not accepting the rates proposed 
by him? None whatever, except the statement made by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRISON] to which I have 
already referred, nam~ly, that the majority proposed to revise 
the tariff in its own way or not at all. I leave it for the public 
to judge whether this is any defense of the bill in which I 
have shown such glaring defects to exist. 

.A. favorite phrase with the Members of the Democratic ma
jority · when discussing their tari.ff bills is that they desire to 
lessen the burdens which rest upon the people. Even the dis
tinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] has 
ad.opted it. 

Well, the Democratic Party has established a reputation as 
a burden lifter through tariff .legislation. By the Wilson bill 
it took from the workingman the burden of labor and left 
him free· to tramp the road. It took from the manufacturer 
the. burden of keeeping his mill in motion, for nobody had 
money with which to buy his products. It took from tlie mer
chant the burden of attending to his business, for it left him 
no business which needed his attention. It took from the 
farmer the burden of hauling 1;1.is crops to market, for it left 
him no market worth the hauling. 

The Democratic Party never has given the country tariff 
legislation which has not been rollowed by financial depression 
and commercial distress. It has never enacted a tariff measure 
which after six months of trial the people have not clamored· to 
have torn from our statute books. When sufficient time has 
expired so that a new generation of voters has appeared on the 
scene and the memory of its former actions has become some
what faded, then it seeks to beguile the public once more by 
raising the cry that a tariff for revenue only would "benefit the 
consumer. It may create a wave of discontent upon which it 
will ride into power, but history will repeat itself and the .veo
ple, taught again by bitter experience, will return to take up 
those principles which have given the laborer employment at 
the highest wages paid anywhere on the broad earth; which 
have furnished a market for the crops of the farmer and a de
mand for the products of the manufacturer; which has kept 
trade and commerce in motion and given a degree of prosperity 
to this Nation that has never before been equaled. [.Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr: UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
[l\fr. ADAMSON]. 

l\fr. .A.DAMSON. .Mr. Speaker, the following official letter 
was given to the public press by the writer at the same time 
that it was sent to the recipient. It is deemed perfectly proper 
that it should be disclosed for the benefit of Congress; there
fore . I submit it under leave to extend my remarks ill the 
RECOBD. 

The letter is as follows : 

Hon. w. c. ADAMSON, 

WAR DEPARTlllENT, 
Washington, July 30, 1912. 

Ohairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of R ep1·esentativ::;;;. 

MY DE.AR Mn. ADAMSON: I have had brought to my attention the 
report of your committee on the omnibus dam bill (H. R. 25882), in 
which you discuss my objections to the said bill in its present form. I 
have also had brought to my attention the debate in the House yester
day on the same subject. 

You quite misunderstand my position if you think that the question 
of the right to obtain compensation for the Federal Government from 
the grantees of the privileges conveyed by these bills is merely theoretic. 
On the contrary, it is one of the most practical questions confronting 
the War Department at the present time. One of the most important 
engineering projects now confronting the country is the method of im
proving our navigable rivers by what is known as the " slack-water" 
method. 'rhis method is applicable to a very large number of rivers 
in this country, which in their natural condition are too swift or too 
shallow for ordinary commerce. The method consists in building 
throughout the length of these rivers a series of dams, by which the 
river is converted into a succession of deep pools adequate for com· 
merce of a far more important character than what could use the river 
in its unimproved condition. In fact, many rivers which are not capable 
in their natural state of being used at all commercially can by this 
method be made useful and available for important commei·ce. 

As you may know, under sanction of Congress this "slack-wat;!r " 
method of improvement is being applied already to very many of onr 

·rivers, including the Ohio, the Monongahela, the .Muskingum, the Little 
Kanawha, the Great Kanawha, the Big Sandy, the Kentucky, the Green, 
and Barren Rivers, and very many others unnecessary now to enumer
ate. The method, however, is an expensive one, and on account of its 
cost the Nation has as yet been unable to extend it to countless streams 
where it would be very useful. • 

Most of the dams thus constructed in a "slack-water " improvement. 
particularly in the rapid portions of the streams, will create water 
power of commercial value. Now, it is manifest that unless the com
mercial value of the water powe1· thus created can be applied by Con· 
gress toward continuing and extending this method of improvement of 
the stream in question a very much greater financial burden for the 
improvement of the stream will fan ·upon the general taxpayers ·or the 
country and will therefore necessarily retard and postpone the lm-
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provement of our .rivers ·for -navigatlon. On the other hand, if Congress 
avails itself of this asset and applies it to the improvement of the 
navigation of our rivers the Nation will be very . much · more speedily 
placed in the condition of having all of its rivers available for 
commerce. 

Again, as a matter of constitutional law, I can not see that it makes 
the slightest difference whether the Federal Government builds these 
dams in the . first place at its own expense, thereby, as is generally 
agreed, obtaining for itself the value of the water power thus created, 
or whether, assuming that the stream is navigable and the dam an 
element in the improvement of the stream, the Government chooses to 
have .the dam constructed by a private person as its agent, giving to the 
private person in return for his action a portion of the value of the 
water power created. By thus combining the improvement of the river 
for navigation with the legitimate desire of private parties to develop 
water power in that neighborhood a great improvement in the naviga
tion of the river can be initiateu through this cooperation at a time 
when otherwise the improvement might be indefinitely delayed. What 
the Government has the right to do by itself in the interest of navi
gation it can do through the agency of another. 

Now, I am informed by the Chief of Engineers that every one of the 
rivers included in the omnibus dam bill (H. R. 25882) is susceptible of 
improvement by the "slack-water" method, and that each of the dams 
for which the permit is asked wiU create pools which may be made 
available for such an improvement. My former recommendation::; to 
you, when the bills were first sent me, were intended to bring out this 
fact. Unless this bill is amended so as to give to the Secretary of War 
authority to exact proper compensation for the right thus created and 
to apply it to the future improvement of the navigation of the river 
by other dams, I do not believe that I have authority under the general 
dam act to exact such compensation. While its construction is not 
free from doubt, I . believe that the compensation which the general 
dam act authorizes the Secretary of War to exact would be limited to 
compensation sufficient to maintain the physical condition of the dam 
and its locks, and, if necessary, to compel the dam to be torn down 
or modified should it in future be deemed an obstruction in the river. 
If you agree with me in the propositions I have heretofore attempted to 
set out, I think you will agree with me that Congress should not leave 
the power of the Secretary of War in these premises in any doubt or 
confusion. In the report of ~our committee you do not inform me 
ffatly whether your view coincides or dlll'ers with mine on this point. 
You do not, in other words, inform me whether you think that the con
ditions which the general dam act authorizes me to impose will inclnde 
compensation of the character which I have outlined above. In the 
interest of harmonious cooperation by my det>artment with your com
mittee on a subject within our joint jurisdiction and which is of such 
a gre.at public importance, I should be very glad if you would kindly 
advise me as to this question. 

The development and utilization of these water powers is a most im
portant matter and should not be delayed. The development of the 
navigability of our rivers for comi;nerce is. of equal importance a:i;id 
merits equally prompt treatment. A solut10n, therefore, ~hich ~111 
permit both developments to go hand in hand and by which the rn
terests of the public will be protected and not sacrificed should not be 
retarded through uncertainty or ambiguity in the phraseology of a 
statute. • 

Very respectfully, HENRY L. STIMSON, 
Secretary of War. 

It is equally appropriate that the following official reply to 
the foregoing letter should be communicated to Congress and to 
the public, therefore, at the same time that the letter is trans
mitted to the War Department. I submit it. also to the consid
eration of Congress under the same permission to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The letter is· as follows: 
HOUSE OF REPREST!l:XT.1.TIVES, 

CO:\:lllITTEE O"" INTE.RST.ATE AND FOREIGN CO~IllERCE, -
Washington, D. C., August 1, 191!. 

Hon. H. r,. SrIMSO~, 
Secretary of Wat·, Washington, D. O. 

DEAR Mn: SECRETARY: I have received your communication of .the 
30th ultimo in relation to certain dam bills now pending. I appreciate 
the. kindly spirit of yo-qr letter and assure yon that, .in common ~ith 
the committee over which I have the honor to preside, I appreciate 
your situation and honor your high character and great ability. I 
would be glad to secure your cooperation in promoting .the interests of 
the people by permitting progress en tbe projects in quest10n. Your lettei: 
presents a singular admixture of correct statement of facts long well 
known, unwarranted canclusions, and erroneous opinions of both law 
and fact. 

Your apt descrjption of the shoal rivers of the country, the method 
in vogue to a limited extent of pooling them by dams to permit slack
water navigation, clearly depicts the situation apparent to us all 15 
years ago when we undertook the discussion and preparation of a 
general dam act to serve the double purpose of aiding the Government 
to hasten the navigation of those streams by consenting for the owners 
of the shoals and the riparian lands to develop their water power and 
use it at their own expense. It was estimated that projects had been 
approved to the amount of about $400,000,000 to be promoted by the 
Government at the cost of the Treasury. 

There were other streams and parts of streams, however capable of 
navigation by the slack-water method wher:e no projects had been ap
proved and where the Government had no purpose of spending any 
money in the near future. To make these navigable it was estimated 
would require about $600,000,000 more. The people who needed the 
trnnsporta ti on to be afl'orded by_ those rivers were dismayed by the 
remote prospect of improvement by the Federal Government at the rate 
of progress being made. Nobody believed that the billion dollars nec
essnry to improve all of those streams would be expended by the Gov
ernment in centuries. It is slow progress beincr made toward the 
completion of even the approved projects. Many sfioals on the streams 
where no projects had been undertaken nor even considered by the 
Government invited the development of valuable water power, which, 
by the dams constructed, would create ponds or Jakes and make navi
gation of la1·ge extent and value. Yet, as the Federal Government as
serted jurisdiction over every stream any part of which was nominally 
navigable, dams could not be built therein without the consent of tbe 
Government. Where the Government was willing to incul' the exnense 
of. the lock and dam, acquiring property ri~hts, and paying for riparian 
rights, and all other expenses, it would thereby become the property 
owuer as well a.s the sovereign. As such owne1· of tlle premises it would 

also own the power generated and could sell · or lease it. 'l'he former 
owners havlng been paid by the Government for the land taken or over
flowed by its action, purchase, or condemnation would be satisfied and 
the consumers of power would be content to lease it from the Govern
ment. 

The difficulty was the projects were so numerous and expensive that 
it was and still is impracticable for the Government to construct and 
operate all those enterpri es rapidly enough to promote the interests 
of the people, the development of the country, and the navigation of 
the rivers. So the general dam act was formulated, not to operate on 
Government projects at all, but to permit the owners of shoals and 
riparian lands to imP,rove the water power on sites where the Federal 
Government bad neither approved nor contemplated any projects on 
condition that. the structures should conform to the direction of and 
meet the approval of-the War Department, so as to foster and promote 
navigation in harmony with any present ideas on the subject of im
proving the streams or any plans that might be adopted in the future, 
to that end even giving way and going out of existence if subsequently 
plans should be adopted inconsistent with the use of the structure. In 

• that act we did not trench at all upon any enterprise or ricrht of the 
Government as to- any projects or interests of its own, but fimitcd its 
scope to granting the consent of the Government for property owners to 
utilize their property which the Government was not ready to take or 
to use, on condition that in so using their own property the owner 
should conform to !J.ny general plans for the improvement of the stren.m 
and help the Government by such structure as would promote naviga.bil
ity, which the Government might not yet be ready to promote at its 
own expense. 

Some of the conditions which the Secretary of War may impose iu 
approving plans are zs follows, taken from the general dam act: 

" Such dam shall not be built or commenced until the plans and speci
fications for such dam and all accessory works, together with such 
drawings of the proposed construction and such map of the proposed 
location as may be required for a full understanding of the subject, 
have been submitted to the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engi
neers for their approval, nor until they shall have approved such planB 
and speci.ficatlons and the loeation of such dam and accessory works; 
and when the l>lans and specifications for any dam to be constructed 
under the provisions of this act have been approved by the Chief of 
Engineers and by the Secretary of War it shall not be lawful to deviate 
from such plans or specilk9.tlons either before or after completion of 
the structure unless the modification of such plans or specifications has 
previously been submitted to and received the approval of the Chief of 
Engineers and of the Secretary of War : Provided, 'l'hat in appro ing 
the plans, specifications, and location for any dam, such conditions_ and 
stipulations may be imposed as the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary 
of War may deem uecessary to protect the present and future interests 
of the United States, which may include the condition that the persons 
constructing or maintaining such dam shall construct, maintain, and 
operate, without expense to the United States, 111 connection with any 
dam and accessory or appurtenant works, a lock or locks, booms, 
sluices, or any other structure or structures which the Secretary - of 
War and the Chief of Engineers or Congress at any time may deem 
necessary in the interests of navigation, in accordance with such plans 
as they may approve, and also that whenever Congress shall authorize 
the construction of a lock or other structures for navigation purposes 
in conne.i;;tion with such dam, the persons owning such dam shall con
vey to f!le· United States, free of cost, title to such land as may be 
required for such constructions and approaches, and shall grant to the 
United States free water power or power generated from water power 
for building and operating such constructions : Provided. ftirther, That 
in acting upon said plans as aforesaid the Chief of Engineers and the 
Secretary of War shall consider the bearing of said structure upon a 
comprehensive plan for the improvement of the waterway over which 
it is to be constructed with a view to the promotion of its navigable 
quality and for the full development ol water power; and, as a part 
of the conditions and stipulations imposed by them, shall provide for 
improving and developing navigation, and fix such charge or charges 
for the privilege granted as may be sufficient to restore conditions wlth 
respect to navigability as existing at the time such privilege be granted 
or reimburse the United States for doing the same, and for such addi
tional or further expense as may be incurred by the United States with 
reference to such project, including the cost of an;v investigations neces
sary for approval of plans and of such supervision of construction as 
may be necessary in. the interests of the United States. 

• • • • • • • 
" SEC. 2. That the right is hereby reserved to the United States to 

construct, maintain, and operate, jn connection with any dam built in 
accordance with the provisions of this act, a suitable lock or locks, 
booms, sluices, or any other structures for navigation purposes, and at 
all times to control the said dam and the level of the pool caused by 
said dam to such an extent as may be necessary to provide proper· 
facilities for navigation. · 

" SEC. 3. That the persons constructing, maintaining, or operating 
any dam or appurtenant or accessory works, in accordance with the 
provisions of this act, shnll be liable for any damage that may be in
flicted thereby upon private property, either by overflow or otherwise. 
The persons owning or opera ting any such dam, or accessory works, 
subject to the provisions of this act, shall maintain, at their own ex
pense, such lights and other signals thereon and such fishways as the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall prescribe, and for failure so to do 
in any respect shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and subject to 
a fine of not less than $500, and each month of such failure shall con
stitute a separate offense and subject su~h persons to additional pen
alties therefor. 

" SEC. 4. That all rights acquired under this act shall cease and be 
determined if the person, company, or corporation acquiring such rights 
shall, at any time, fail, after receiving reasonable notice thereof, to 
comply with any of the provisions and requirements of the act, or with 
any of the stipulations and conditions . that may be prescribed as afore
said by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War, including 
the payment into the Treasury of the United States of the charges 
provided for by section 1 of this act: Provided., That Congress may re
voke any rights conferred in ~arsuance of this act whenever it is neces
sary for public use. • • And provided also, '!'hat the authority 
granted under or in pursuance of the provisions of this net shall ter
minate at the end of a period not to exceed 50 years from the date 
ot the original approval of the project under this act, unless sooner 
-revoked as herein provided or Congress shall otherwise direct. 

• • • * * • * 
"SEC. 7. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 

expressly reserved as to any and all dams which may be constructed 
in accordance with the provisions of this act, and the United States 
shall incur no liability for the alteration, amendment, or repeal thereof 
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to the owner or owners or any other persons interested in any da!Xl 
which shall have been constructed in acocrdance with its provisions." • • • * • • • 

Severe pains and penalties follow the disregard of those conditions 
when imposed or if projects be undertaken before they are imposed. 
Every interest of the Government is safeguarded if the Secretary of 
War does his duty in accordance with the provisions of the act. In 
your former letters you sngl?ested that the pending bill be so amended 
as to authorize you to regurnte the charges and the relations between 
the power company and the consumers, also to authorize you " to fix a 
charge for the privilege granted." I respectfully suggest that when the 
transmission wires cross State lines and the company engages in busi
ness between ditrerent States there is no doubt that then, and not 
until then, the rlgllt and power of Federal regulation attaches under 
the commerce clause of tbe Constitution. Otherwise the Federal Gov
ernment bas no concern with those relations, which are strictly wHhin 
the jurisdiction reserved exclusively to the States. In every bill re
ported we have expressly required State action and responsibility as a 
condition of consent by providing in every instance where the promot
ers are not already shown to be authorized by the State that the consent 
shall take ell'ect only when so authorized by the State wherein located. 

Your other demand, which seems to be the leading if not the main 
topic of your last letter, is that the Secretary of War be authorized 
by amendment of each bill to "charge for the privilege granted," and 
you ask whether or not that power is clearly conferred upon you by 
the general dam act. There is no doubt that the act authorizes you 
"to fix cbai·ges for the privileges granted," for it expressly says so. 

The ditliculty arises from inability to agree as to what constitutes 
the privile!fe granted. We believe the consent to be to build a dam on 
the builders own land at the builder's own expense and risk, in strict 
accord with plans tlnd purposes of the Government in order, without 
expense to tbe Government, to create slack-water navigation for the 
Government as complete and satisfactory as if the Government bad 
incurred the expense of several hundred thousand dollars to accom
plish the improvement. which, it seems to us, constitutes some com
pensation for the privilege. '.rhe power of control, condemnation, and 
taxation over the promoters, their customers, and their property, is in 
the State. I observe that in reporting on two bills proposing dams at 
one site you insist on the same conditions where a city desired to build 
a dam for public utility as you sought to impose on a water-power 
company. It seems to me your argument led yon up to a rather strange 
position when you failed 1o relax or modify your ins]stence at that 
point. The general dam act confers upon you all the powers in respect 
to fixing compensation that Congress can constitutionally delegate. The 
difficulty in making progress under the general dam act is not found in 
peril .to the rights of the Government or of the people, but consists in 
securing or, rather, failing to secure capital available to assume the 
burdens and risks of operation under the conditions imposed. Capi
talists hesitate to operate and build under the hard and possibly un
profitable exactions of the general dam act. Your suggestion of a 
scheme by \Yhich the Government can make the landowner the agent 
of the Government, gratuitously to build, at his own expense on his 
own land, a lock and dam which he will operate for the benefit of the 
Government and under the direction of the Government as to navi
gation and in addition give to the Government the profits from water 
power with which the Government may build another dam is a splendid 
idea if you can find capitalists easy enough to be worked that way, but 
practical experience fails to find that kind of capitalists. 

As to the 10 projects pending, it is indicated by the reports of youl.' 
engineers that the Government will probably not undertake the im
provement of navigation ou any of the streams involved for generations 
to come, but that the prospect of profitable water power may induce 
capitalists to promote slack-water navigation for the benefit of the 
Go\ernment and the people, under the direction of the Government, if 
permitted to usP. the water power developed at their own expense for 
the benefit of themselves and the people, thereby relieving the people 
from the oppressive exactions of coal and transportation monopolies. 

'l'he only exception among the 10 projects ls the one on the site of 
Lock and Dam No. 18, on the Coosa River which is one of thirty-odd 
projects planned by the Government more than a quarter of a century 
ago. Only three or four of the thirty-odd dams have been constructed 
on a stream which the expenditure of fifteen or twenty million dollars 
would convert into the most important domestic waterway in this or 
any other country, pro\'iding cheap transportation for over 900 miles 
of river through the best country and among the best people the world 
ever saw. Yet with all the p1·evalent talk by people who do not cor
rectly apprehend existing conditions, this work of such transcendant 
importance is held in abeyance, the Government failing to proceed 
itself and misguided objectors refusing to allow its accomplishment by 
private capital on terms alike beneficial to the promoters, the Govern
ment, and the public. Reporting that project is an exception to our 
rule and was not originally contemplated by the general dam act, but 
the Government is not proceeding with it nor with about 30 others on 
the same stream. In this case capitalists propose to take up the plans 
of the Government, build the dam and lock as specified by the Govern
ment, save the Government all expense, promote the navigation by a 
long pool bf slack water, and com'(fly wtih any terms the Secretary of 
War nu1y impose. He bas it under the immediate care and supervision 
of the Board of Engineers, and there is no possibility of loss or injury 
to anybody if the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers do 
their duty. 

As to these 10 projects, I think you are demanding a great deal, and 
I trust vou will not use your powerful official position and personal in
fluence to obstruct and arrest the universal development of resources 
promised in these projects for the relief of people all over the country. 
from the clutches of monopoly and trusts to enable them to enjoy pros
perity in their day and generation. I know you would not i;;>urposely do 
so, but your views are contrary to the reports of your engmeers; they 
are ln conflict with the opinions of lawyers and practical business men 
evervwhere and inimical to the interests of all the people. 

In.stend of conserving resources, as vainly pretended by some people 
those views oppose progress, deny to the people the use of the bounfy 
with which nature b11s blessed them, and antagonize local authority 
and re&ponsibility. But you may be riaht, ·and we may be wrong, on 
these propositions. If you think so, please advise those Members of 
Congress who entertain your views to refrain from obstruction and 
objections which prevent consideration of those bills. It is impossible 
to debate or amend them unless their consideration is permitted. Let 
them withdraw their objections to consideration and then oll'er on the. 
floor of the House the amendments you suggest. Then the amendments 
can be debated and voted upon, but not otherwise. That is the only 
fail' and candid course to pursue. If Congress wishes to adopt those 
amendments, it wrn certainly be able to do so, regardless of our position 
If those who insist on amendment will only be consistent and permit 

Congress to consider and vote upon their amendments. Our own view 
is that even if you are correct m insistin~ on your amendments, they 
ought to be placed on the general dam act mstead of in each particular 
bill. We have now taken up again the consideration of amending the 
general dam act. We think it wi.se to promote harmony in a general 
plan by a general act, rather than to make the various Individual bills 
extended and inharmonious codes of contradictory prnvisions. We shall 
ask you and all other objectors and critics to furnish us suggestions 
and drafts of proposed amendments. So anxlOlts are we to · permit 
progress, development, and prosperity among the people that, as far as 
right and reason may permit, we are willing to yield our views in order 
to obviate the objections of those persons in and out of official life who . 
obstruct the concurrent development of water power and promotion of 
navigation, which by fair treatment to property owners and constitu
tional recognition of local and personal authority and right may be 
secured without cost to the Government. 

There is a great evil connected with the subject never mentioned in 
the many reformatory suggestions otrered. The more drastic the terms 
of our consent the less able are the ordinary citizens of moderate means 
to develop their water-power sites, which but for Federal embargo they 
would be able to improve in a manner commensumte with their finan
cial ability. Unable to bold unremunerative property, they are forced 
to sell on the best terms obtainable to those who have the money. The 
purchasers buy up many of these sites, not fo1· the sole purpose of 
improving them and charging high prices for the power, which seems . to 
be the only thing dreaded by the critics of the general dam act. The 
States can regulate those charges, and, unhampered by Federal claims, 
could and would re~ulate the property rights. The purchasers may 
sell one at a high price to somebody else-to develop and hold the othel' 
sites on speculation, or tbey may, and often do, improve one and hold 
all the others to prevent their improvement to create competition. 
That is the most common form of the evil, though if the Government 
seeks to Improve one or more of the sites for navigation it finds the 
difficulty and expense of condemnation to be prohibitive. Development 
of water power and navigation is halted by the etrective holdup, unles~ 
the Government submits to terms which enrich the masters of the 
situation. The public will welcome a remedy by amendment of the 
general dam act, the amendment or enforcement of the antitrust act, 
or qy any other method, but all the other suggestions made sink into 
insignificance in ~omparison with the trouble herein referred to. 

With high regards and best wishes, 
Yours, truly, W. C. ADAMSON, Chairman. 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, with mingled feelings of grief 
and hope I listened this afternoon to the oration of the gentle
man from Il).inois [l\Ir. MANN]. I rise to praise it, not to ad
versely criticize it. This I say beca"liSe I believe that when the 
course of an individual or a party has been run, justice, as well 
as custom, grants fo the departed the benediction of a funeral 
oiscourse. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, do I, in the name of the 
admiring and advancing hosts of Democracy, embalm forever in 
the amber-like history of this day the classical, biblical, tear
ful, yet hopeful political funeral oration over his party of the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois. It was an effort worthy 
of the subject, for notwithstanding all that has been said by its 
members on this floor of late concerning its most recent per
formances, the Republican Party will not be denied the tribute 
of an eloquent and comprehensive funereal farewell. Thanks 
to the devoted gentleman from Illinois, no facetious Democratic 
orator can wax dramatic during the campaign and exclaim, as 
hee struts the rostrum describing the Republican Party, with 
these lines from Shakespeare : 

Bat yest~rday the word of C:-esar might have stood against 
the world; 

Now lies he there, with none so poor to do him reverence. 

How can we ever forget thE: picture, rhetorical yet melan
choly, which the gentleman from Illinois drew of this fair land 
as he peered into the future and illumined with his imagery 
the consequences of coming Democratic victory. Piles of 
twisted machinery here, bleak wastes of abandoned lands over 
yonder, while from out the debris stand silent and smokeless 
the chimneys of a million factories. As the orator proceeded 
with this lugubrious oration methought I saw the ghost of 
energy and the :flitting shade of prosperity dolefully ho\ering 
over t'he country in which they once lived. And then I am sure 
I heard some wailing voice sobbing in the distance, "Hard 
times come again no more," while the American people, so in
dustrious, so thrifty, so inventive, so enterprising; and so opti· 
mistic under Republican rule, in one horrible resolve dropped 
all and straightway took to idleness, indifference, and self
infl icted disaster. " Oh my countrymen, what a fall was there." 

Then I remembered that for well-nigh twa yes.rs a Demo
cratic majority has been in control of this branch of the Gov
ernment, and I wondered how the country had survi\ed through 
it all, when there came to my mind a brief editorial note in the 
Republican New York Sun of this morning, as follows: 

CHEER 

We are not so bad off after all. Here are a few things culled at ran-
dom from the news in the Sun of yesterday : - · 

Wheat dropped 8 cents a bushel. 
The harvests promise to be unusually good. 
The price of copper is high. . 
The coal trade is brisk_ 
A serious car shortage is promised owing to trade activity and the 

crops. 
Europe owes us a large trade balance. 
Congress will adjourn within a month. 
And-
It will be lawful to shoot the bull moose full of holes on Novem

ber 5. 
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But the gentleman from Illinois left us a few peeping rays 
of hope. Ile admitted that eyen after Democracy had done its 
worst the sun would still shine, the streams would still :flow 
down to the wider waters, the rain would fall, and the crops 
would grow. Oh, gracious admission ; oh, rainbow of promise, 
how glorious thou art! 

Let no man hereafter say that the gentleman from Illinois 
is not a progressive Republican, for were he a real, standpatter 
he could not have admitted so much. The standpat phophecies 
which ha\e made this session of Congress grewsome as well 
as memorable are all against him, for in those dire forecasts the 
moon is to lose its mellow light, the sun is to stand still ever
more, ·since it will have nothing worth while to shine upon; 
crops are to be withered in the blow, and blossoms are to con
geal into ice balls in the orchards, while ghastly death wraps 
all in its smoky mantle, and all on account of Democratic 
victory. 

Surely the admission of the gentleman from Illinois is as a 
sunbeam through a keyhole to the wretch inside. It is for this 
rea~on that I would. if I could, enrich with every gem of litera
ture the funeral oration O\er the party of the gentleman from 
Illinois; but the Democracy is already upon us, we hear the 
rumble of its chariots and discern through lifting mists the 
splendor of its legions. So we join the gentleman from Illinois 
and say-

To call the field to rest; and let's away 
To part the glorles of this happy day. 

l\Ir. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD by publishing a letter addressed to .the 
Secretary of War, and his reply to the same, in regard to a 
water-power bill I introduced and which was favorably reported 
upon by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. AusTIN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks 
in the RECORD by printing.certain letters. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Following are the letters referred to: 

Hon. HE_ -ny L. STIMSON, 

HOUSE OF REPRRS~TATIVES, 
Washingto1i, D. 0., August 1, 1912. 

Secretary of War, Wasliington, D . 0. 
DEAR Mn. SECRETARY : I am inclosing copy of II. R. 24028, with re

port upon the same from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
'ommerce. This billl as you will see, provides for the construction of 

locks and dams on tne Clinch River, Tenn. This is a unanimous re
port, and a measure in which the people I represent are vitally in
terested. 

The survey of the Clinch River was authorized by Congress 12 years 
ago, and · as a result a project was recommended for its improvement 
for navigation for 75 miles. The project provided for crib dams, to 
cost 1,400,000. This would give. slack-water navigation all the year 
round and enable the coal operators of the district to ship coal •bY 
water-cheap transportation. · 

The coal fields of my district are 300 miles nearer New Orleans than 
the coal fields of western Pennsylvania. We are completely shut out 
of the New Orleans and lower Mississippi River markets on account 
of not having tbe Clinch River improved. Millions of tons of coal 
are shipped from western Pennsylvania to New Orleans, and not a ton 
from my district. It costs about a dollar per ton to ship coal from 
Pennsylvania to New Orleans by water and $2.25 from my district by 
rail. As a result, of course we do not sell any coal in New Orleans. 
If the Clinch River was improved, we would get into this market, and 
as a result receive- our share of the business. 

'.t'he town in which I live, Knoxville, with a population of over 
80,000, and extensively engaged in the manufacturing business, is com
pelled to pay 50 cents per ton on transportation by rail on steam coal 
from the mines, 30 miles distant. With the improvement of Clinch 
River and cheap water navigation we would reduce the cost of this . 
transportation as least one-half. 

There are extensive beds of undeveloped iron ore, zinc, and onyx on 
the Clinch River that could be developed if said river was improved. 

In addition to the district engineer recommending the improvement 
of this river, the Board of Army Engineers only recently pronounced 
it a meritorious proposition, but did not recommend its immediate im
provement. 

When the project was recommended for the improvement of Clinch 
River at a cost of $1,400,000, labor and material was much cheaper 
than at present. 

The Tenne see Hydro-Electric Co., mentioned in the inclosed bill, 
proposes to build these locks and dams at its own expense, tl.ms re
lieving the National Government of the expense, etc., of said improve
ment. Instead of building crib dams, this company would put up 
concrete dams-more la ting and expensive. This private company 
would also pay the damages caused from the overflow of farming 
lands, etc., and maintain, at their expense, the operation of the locks 
on said river. · 

Con idering the importance o • e river and the number of miles to 
be improved by navigation, I believe this is the best proposition that 
has been submitted to Congress in the way of compensating the Gov
ernment for the use of the power to be generated by the construction 
of locks and dams on a navigable river. 

I am endeavo1·ing to pass this bill, and the Speaker has agreed to 
recognize me to make a motion to suspend the rules and place it upon 
its passage. 

In view of e>erytblng that has been published in the press, including 
a letter that you have only a few days ago written to the chairman of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I would be pleased 
to have you write me if, in your judgment, this bill meets with your 
approval, and it not, kindly point out what changes, in your judgment , 
should be made. · 

If you are of the opinion that a certain amount should be paid per 
horsepower per annum, kindly state said amount, and aJso if you do 
not think that the company should be credited with whatever amount 
your department should find they had expended in pt·ovidlng locks and 
dams, payment of overflow or damage to property, and annual cost of 
maintenance and operation of locks. 

Thanking you in anticipation, 
Respectfully, R. W. AUSTIN. 

Hon. RICHARD w . .AUSTIN, 

WAR DEPA..RTME -T, 
Washington, Attgust 1, 1912. 

Representative in <Jongress, House of Representatives. 
MY DEAP. MR. AUSTIN: I have your letter of August 1, 1912, and 

have carefully considered all you eay, as well as House Report No. 895 
in snpport of H. R. 24028, authorizing the constrnction of locks and 
dams on the Clinch River, Tenn. 

As I stated in my letter to Chairman ADAMSON, I believe that one of 
our great needs is the development of our watenvays in the interest of 
navigation, and this development can be correlated with the much
need~ utilization of water-power sites on our navigable streams. 
Specifically I believe that the public interest will be furthered by the 
general project on the Clinch River, for the carrying out of which the 
authority of the Fe<leral Government is sought by H. R. 24028, and I 
believe that the interests of navigation, the development of commerce, 
and the fruitful utilization of the water-power sites on the Clinch River 
can all be reconciled with a proper safeguard of the public interest in 
the amendments I have heretofore suggested. 

Apparently the only difference between the House committee and me 
is as to the existence of adequate power under the general dam act. 
To say the least, there is the gravest doubt whether, under the genernl 
dam act, I now have the power to exact compensation as one of the 
conditions for the grant of the privilege, the proceeds of which are to 
be used In the interest of navigation. If we are agreed that the Sec
retary of War should have such power, its existence should be put be
yond doubt, and there can be no reasonable opposition to the amend
ment which I suggest. I inclose herewith a draft of the amendment 
which carries out the suggestions I have made. Of course I believe 
that a grantee should be credited with all reasonable outlays and con
tributions in the way of works that relieve the Federal Government 
from otherwise necessary expenditures. All these and similar consid
erations are matters for specific adjustment in each case, for, as you 
will notice, my amendment provides for the fixing of a reasonable charge 
" under all the circnmstances" and for making a11 due allowances. 
Undoubtedly proper account should and will be taken fot the investment 
of capital, energy, and enterprise. 

As to the second part of the amendment, the committee is of the 
opinion that the reservation of the right to supervise the price charged 
to the consumer is sufficiently guarded by the provision reserving the 
right "to alter, amend, or repea:I the act." The · reservation of this 
right to control the charges in nowise involves any presumption tbat 
" the several States will be derelict in their re ponsibility " to the 
people. There is every reason for presuming the heartiest cooperation 
between the State and National authorities in the adequate protection 
of the public in these matters. But the extension of the bydl·oelectric 
industry is increasingly becoming an interstate matter, and due pt·o
vision should be made to guard against the lack of power of the 
State adequately to control the situation, no less than the exercise 
ot such power as it may have. I, therefore, think that, as a general 
principle, the reservation of this right to the Federal Government 
should be made in every bill granting the privilege on a navigable 
stream. It is true, -broadly speaking, that the right to alter or amend 
ca1·ies with it the power to exercise this right in the future. How
eve1-, I think it is important specifically to reserve this right now, with 
due notice in advance to all, rather than to unsettle in the future an 
established situation. Here, again, if the power, as the committee 
says, is already contained in the general terms of the general dam act, 
there should be no reasonable objection to its specific expression. This 
particular amendment embodies in haec verba the amendment Intro
duced by Senator BITTiTON to the general dam act in bis bill S. 6796. 

In short, as I have heretofore stated, my amendments merely carry 
out the carefully considered recommendations of the National Water
ways Commission, and spring from the heartiest • sympathy with the 
most effective development of om: water·ways. 

Sincerely, yours, 
HE~RY L. STil\ISON, 

Secretary of War. 
(Copy of amendment to the omnibus dam bill, H. R. 25882, inclosed in 
letter dated July 30, 1912, from the Secretary of War to Represent
ative WILLIAM KENT.) 

Page 5, at end of line 12, insert the following: 
"Pro1Jided, That in carrying out the provisions of this act the Sec

retary of War is authorized to require, as one of the conditions and 
limitations of the privileges herem granted, that the grantee pay 
periodically to the United States such sums as the Secretary of War 
may fix as being reasonable under all the circumstnaces, including due 
allowance for operating, maintenance, renewal, and depreciation charges, 
and a reasonable return to the grantee, the proceeds to be used for the 
development of the stream in re pect to which the privilege is granted 
or waters connected. therewith : .And prov-ided furtlier, That there is 
hereby reserved to the Federal Government the right to control the 
charges for service to the consumers in the event that the law and 
authority of the State or municipalities where the service is being 
rendered prove inadequate to protect the public interest." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire 
how much time has been used? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York · 
has 37! minutes remaining and the gentleman from Alabama 
has 1 hour and 29! minutes remaining. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that I do not expect to yield any further time, and there 
will be one speech in closing, .except I may yield to some gentle
man for a minute to extend his remarks. I therefore ask the 
gentleman to use some of his time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from· 
Wyoming [l\Ir. MONDELL] . 

Mr. MONDELL. l\fr. Speaker, when I voted for the P ayne 
bill I voted f or a bill which in its operation is shown to be lower 
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in average rates both upon all imports of merchandise and upon · 
dutiable merchandise than the Wilson bill of unfortunate mem
ory. And this illustrates most strikingly the difference between 
Republican and Democratic tariff bills-the difference between 
tariff bills framed without regard to their effect upon the indus
tries of the country and without due knowledge and understand
ing, and bills :framed for the 'Purpose of producing sufficient 
revenue and at the same time keeping the wheels of industry 
humming and affording abundant opportunities for American 
labor. "" 

The Republican Party has :found that it is possible to main
tain prosperous conditions in the country, to keep our mills and 
factories in operation, under a tariff bill whose average of rates 
is lower than those of a Democratic tariff bill, lmder which 
our industries went into bankruptcy and our people were unable 
to find employment. We now have before us two bills affecting 
the cotton industry-a Democratic bill, dra~vn without reg:i.rd 
to its effect upon industries, upon the confession of its authors 
without regard to them, and a Republican bill, drawn upon full 
information furnished by the Tariff Board, every item of which 
has been carefully considered with a view of keeping American 
mills running and American operatives employed; and yet the 
Republican bill is lower :i.b its average rates than the Demo
cratic bill. As has been conclusively proven, in my opinion, by 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hrr..L] and the gentleman 
from Wisco1l.8in [~Ir. LENROOT] and the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GREEN], the practical effect of the two bills would be as 
wide apart as has been the effect of the Payne bill, on the one 
hand, and as was the effect of the Wilson bill, on the other. 
.High rates are not in all cases essential to due and proper pro
tection, and all that the Republican Party has ever stood for in 
its policy of protection are rates high enough to enable Ameri
cans to compete fairly with their foreign competitors, to keep 
the mills and the factories open, to keep :industries in operation, 
to keep our people employed at good wages. I shall vote with a 
great deal of pleasure for the Republican bill affecting the cot
ton schedule, which is lower, on the average, than the Demo
cratic bill, and yet so drawn as to protect our people, while the 
Democratic bill would prove destructive to those portions of the 
cotton industry which depend on skilled labor and particularly 
the knit-goods industry. 

But I did not intend, Mr. Speaker, to discuss at any consider
able length the bill now before us, but I propose to discuss in 
the time at my disposal some of the issues of the coming cam
paign. 

The two great national political parties, each in the midst of 
storm and stress and contention, have nominated their candi
dates for the highest office in the gift of the American people. 
Both of the men nominated are of -high character and honest 
purpose. Neither of them would, if elected, willfully or :inten
tionally do anything or countenance the doing of anything which 
he did not believe was for the best interest of all our people. 
Either could be depended upon to so perform the duties of his 
high office as to safeguard the liberties of the people, and neither 
would do anything which be b~ieved would directly or remotely 
change the fundameatal character of our political institutions. 
Mr. Taft and 1\1~ Wilson are good and able men of wide learn
ing. Both are progressive; neither is revolutionary. 

Having said this much of qualities which these two men pos. 
sess in common, we have reached the point where their maTked 
differences of temperament, of experience, and of political and 
economic philosophy become apparent. President Taft is a man 
of the widest and most varied experience. He has been referred 
to by high authority as the best equipped man ever elected to 
the Presidency. To great natural ability and broad educational 
training was added years of. experience as a Federal judge, 
before whose court came some of the most important cases in 
our legal history, cases involving the fundamental principles of 
the rjghts of labor, issues challenging the acts of great combina
tions of capital, serious problems, of receiverships of railway 
systems forced into bankruptcy in the dark days of Democratic 
administration. Judge Taft, blazing the way, uphelci the rights 
of labor, dissolved illegal com'binations of capitai, and wisely 
performed his duty in connection with the rehabilitation of the 
shattered arteries of commerce. 

Called to other responsibilities, he proved himself a splendid 
administrator in the Philippines and an able diplomat and 
mediator in many difficul t situations. His administration of 
the War Department was in keeping with the splendid record 
he had made in other fields. In view of all this it was not 
strange that a President, who generally displayed exceilent 
judgment in calling strong men into his councils, should have 
approved him as his successor in terms of almost extravagant 
commendation and praise. Three and a half years as Chief 
Executive of the Nation has revealed the President to the 

American pe6ple as the broad-1ni?"tded wid~ly sy11ipathetio man 
that he is, free fro'Tli au bias and pref1J.dioe; in active sympathy, 
with, and having a fellow :feeling for all classes and condi
tions of his :fellow citizens without regard to 1race, belief, or 
condition. 

President Taft has not had ·the knack of appealing, as some 
others have, to the popular fancy, but he is acknowledged by 
all to ho1d the perpetuity of our Government and the welfare 
of the people above all p~onal ambition. In the past year a 
condition has existed on our southern border in Mexico, and 
recently in Cuba:, that might well tempt an ambiti<ms man or 
ev en an impulsive o-ne to have taken action which would have 
plunged the country into war with all its evils, its enormous 
waste of the people's money, and wanton sacrifice of precious 
lives. But through it rill the President has so guided our affairs 
as to protect our citizens, preserve the national honor, maintain 
the respect and confidence of our n~ighbors and of the world, 
and save the people from the horrors of bloody conflicts. How 
different the story might haY-e been, approaching presidential 
nominations and elections, under a less wise, unselfish, and 
patriotic leadership. 

THE DEMOCRATIC CANDID.ATE. 

When we turn to the Democratic candidate we see a man whose 
life has been spent, in the main, among books. We find him dis
playing to a marked degree that curious lack of appreciation of 
the actual struggles and problems of the average man, coupled 
with a cocksureness of opinion relative to practical problems 
to· which he is an absolute stranger, which often characterizes 
men whose lives are thus spent. Of learning, such as the books 
give, he has a plenty; of practical experience with the real basic 
problems of mankind, industrial and political, precious little. 
He writes well, speaks with fluency, and hence, -has written 
and spoken much; and much it would have been well for his 
presidential aspirations had he not spoken or written; and yet 
these utterances before they became tinctured with presidential 
aspirations, revealed the true spirit of the man. He was a 
V~rginia-born Democrat of the old school, having no sympathy, 
Wlth and little tolerance for either the doctrines or leaderships 
which new problems and advancing movements in the country 
developed. His expression of the hope " that some way could 
be found to knock Mr. Bryan into a cocked hat" like his dis
approval of the initiative and referendum· and other plans for 
giving the peop1e a more effective and direct voice and control 
in the selection of candidates and the enactment of legislation 
on the ground that "our Government is most safe when least 
democratic," were characteristic of the man at a time when he 
felt free to express his real sentiments. 

DR. WILSON ON UNION LABOR. 

No true friend -of labor can read with approval the sentiments 
which Dr. Wilson expressed in an address at Princeton in June, 
1909, as follows : 

You know what the usual standard of the employee is In our day. 
It is to give as little as be may for his wages_ Labor is standardized 
by the trades-union, and this is the standard to which it is made to 
conform. No one is suffered to do more than the average workman 
can ao. In some trades and handicrafts no -0ne is suffered to do 
morp than the least skillful of his fellows can do within the hours 
allotted to a day's labor, and no one may work out of hours at all or 
volunteer anything beyond the minimum. I need not point out how 
economically disastrous such a regulation of labor is. 

It is so unprofitable to the employer that in some trades it will 
presently not be worth his while to attempt anything at all. He had 
better stop altogether tban operate at an evitable and invariable loss. 
The labor of America is rapidly becoming unprofitable under its 
present regulation by those who have determined .to reduce it to a 
minimum. 

Our economic supremdcy may be lost because the country grows 
more and more full of unprofitable servants. 

Is a man qualified. for the great office of the Presidency who 
holds such an opinion of American labor and of the effect of 
labor unions? Is he qualified ,tor any position in public life, 
and how can any :friend of labor or unionism support such a 
man? 

HIS VIEW OF IM.MIGRANTS. 

Several years ago l\lr. Wilson wrote what he was:pleased to 
call a " History of the American peop1e." On pages 212 and 
213 of volume 5 he makes some observations in regard to :immi
gration and immigrants as follows: 

The census of 1890 showed the population of the country increased to 
62,622,250, an addition of 12,466,467 within the decade. Immigrants 
poured steadily in as before, but with an alteration of stock which stu
dents of afiairs marked with uneasiness. Throughout t he country men 
of the sturdy stock of the north of Europe bad made up the main strain 
of foreign blood, whkh was every year added to the vital working force 
of the country, or else of the Latin--Gallic stocks of France and northern 
Italy; but now there comes multitudes of men of the lowest class from 
the south of Italy and men of a meaner sort out of Hungary and • 
Poland, men out of the ranks where there was neither skill nor energy 
nor any initiative -0f quick intelligence ; and they came in numbers 
which increased from year to year, as if the countries from the south of 
Europe were disburdening themselves of the more sordid and hapless 
elements of their population, whose standards of life and of work were 
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such as American workmen had never dreamed of hitherto. The people 
of the Pacific coast have clamored these many years against the admis
sion of immigrants out of China, and in May, 1892, got at last what 
they wanted, a Federal statute which practically excluded from the 
United States all Chinese who had not already acquired the rigbt of 
residence, and yet the Chinese were more to be desired as workmen, if 
not as citizens, than most of the coarse crew that came crowding in 
every year at the eastern ports. They had, no doubt, many an unsavory 
habit, bred in unwholesome squalor in the crowded quarters where they 
most abounded in the western seaports, and seemed separated by their 
very nature from the people among whom they had come to live; but 
it was their skill, their intelligence, their hardy power of labor, their 
knack of succeeding and driving their duller rivals ou~ rather than 
their alien habits, that made them feared and hated and led to their 
exclusion at the prayer of the men they were likely to displace should 
they multiply. The unlikely fellows who came in at the eastern ports 
were tolcra ted because they usurped no place · but the very lowest in 
the scale of labor. 

HE PREFERS CHIKESE TO EUROPEANS. 

What do the people -who ha-ve come to us from Poland and 
Hungary and southern Italy and all south and southwe~t 
Europe think of a man holding such views as these as a cand1-
da te for the highest office in the land? What does any thought· 
ful citizen think of one so woefully lackincr in appreciation of 
the fundamental requisites for useful citizenship in a free 
Republic? 

Dr. Wilson assails the people from Poland, "the fair land 
of Poland,'' which ga\e us in our struggle for independence the 
bra-ve :md dashing Pulaski, whose gallant figure adorns the 
~plendid a·rnnue leading from this Capitol, and many _ot1;1er 
brave soldiers; Poland with her manelous and soul-stirrmg 
history of brave struggles for freedom and the rights of man. 
Dr. Wilson scorns the people from Hungary; bra-ve, picturesque, 
romantic Hungary, which contributed to our Revolutionary 
struggle the able and heroic Kosciusko, whose noble monument 
holds an honored place in front of the presidential mansion, to 
which Dr. Wilson aspires; Hungary, whose people unaided 
turned back the tide of Moslem in-vasion and saYed Christian 
Europe from the awful domination of the unspeakable Tur~. 
Italy, Greece, Servia, Austria, glorious in history, exalted. m 
asrliration, holding tlle faith of the true God and acknowledgmg 
responsibility to Him, all these and others like them are, in the 
opinion of tlie Democratic candidate for the Presiden~y, less 
desirable as citizens of this Republic than the pagan Chmese. 

THE PLATFORMS. 

Passing from the candidates to the platforms of the two 
parties and viewing these platforms in the light of. our recent 
legislative experience, we find an even wider difference than 
that shown by the candidates themselves. Our Democratic 

· friends have in this campaign announced their choice of a battle 
ground, and fortunately for the Republicans the gauge o~ battle 
is thrown down in a field in which our party has been uniformly 
victorious, once the situation was clearly outlined before the 
people. The issue could not have been more clearly defined. 
The Republic:m Party reaffirms its belief in a p1·otective tariff, 
and holds that import duties should be high enough, while yield
ing a sufficient revenue; to protect adequately American indus
trieS" and wages, and to the end that tariffs may be wisely ad
justed along these lines the party declares that it is favorable 
to securing, through a tariff board or otherwise, the information 
requisite for intelligent tariff legislation. A declaration in 
keeping with the fundamental and time-honored principles of 
the party and yet progressive in the highest degree in its declar
ation for scientific schedules based on the most complete infor
mation. ' 

On the other hand, the Democratic Party in it-:; tariff declara
tion harks back to the nullification doctrines of Calhoun and to 
the principles enunciated in the constitution of the late Con
federacy. Calhoun proposed to nullify a protective law passed 
by Congress on the theory that Congress had no right or au
thority to pass such a law. If old Andrew Jackson were alive 
now and still a Democrat, instead· of threatening to hang Cal
houn higher than Hamen he would ha-ve to apologize to him, for 
the party that still claims to be the party of Jackson at Balti
more the other day declared it to be-

A fundamental principle of the Democratic Party that the Federal 
Government, under the Constitution, has no right or power to impose 
or collect tariff taxes except for the purpose of revenue. 

But although the Democracy harks back to nullification days 
for its tariff policy it can lay claim to a more recent indorse
ment of it, for we find that the constitution of the late Con
federacy was also true to Calhoun's doctrine and declared
nor ball any duties nor taxes on importations from foreign nations 
be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry-

- from all of which it would seem that the principle they now 
announce has good Democratic authority behind it. 

The issue is thus fairly joined between Republican protec
tion and Democratic free trade, for there is no difference, so 
far as the effect on industries is concern~d, between a tariff for 

I 

revenue and free trade. Both mean that the necessary revenue 
shall be obtained in such way as will not encourage or promote 
industries by protecting them. 

TARIFli' .A.N ISSUE. 

There are many reasons why the tariff issue is one that will 
not down so long as any party in this country challenges the 
correctness of the policy of protection, for, after all is said and 
done, the most persistent and insistent issue in this world re
volves around the questions of what we shall eat and drinT.: 
ancl whereiv-ithal we shall be clothed. There are many ques
tions of method and procedure in government which, while 
important, the people will temporarily put a side in the presence 
of an attaek upon the sources and the foundation of their 
opportunities for a livelihood, and that is exactly the situation 
which now confronts us. There need be no lack of interest in 
the questions of methods and procedure in our Government which 
have so largely occupied the public mind for the last three or 
four years, but the people will not allow them to obscure or 
displace the issue of prosperity. 

Not only does the Democratic platform stand for free trade, 
but the Democratic candidate has always been a free trader 
rather from theory than from knowledge, as was curiously 
illustrated on one occasion when he appeared before a tariff 
board. He contended that we could compete with foreigu coun
tries in wages without protection "just as we do in regard to 
agricultural products," which, he said, came in free. Having 
had his attention called to the fact that there was a duty on 
agricultural products, amounting in the case of wheat to 20 
cents a bushel, he said, "then I was misinformed"; but he went 
right on with his argument just the same. Facts are nevm· 
alloiced to interfere with pie theories of a free trader. We 
have many statements of his, made at one time and another on 
the subject, and to complete the picture we have a Democratic 
leadership in· Mr. UNDERWOOD, of Alabama, avowedly free trade. 
apologizing for bringing legislation into the House because it 
contained some 1ittle ray of protective legislation, and explain
ing that nothing of the kind would be allowed to occur unless 
the revenue which the slightly protective duty raised were 
needed. 

DEMOCRATIC TARIFF LEGISLATION. 

We ha\e witnessed the procession through the House in the 
last year of five Democratic tariff bills. Nothing has pleased 
the authors of these bills so much as their failure to become 
laws. Were they now all on the statute books their calamitous 
effect upon the industries and the welfare of the people would 
have destroyed every ray or vestige of hope of the Democratic 
Party for success this fall. If it were not for the awful re
sponsibility involved in bringing disaster upon the people, 
the Republicans might have been tempted to allow these bills 
to become laws as an object lesson of the destructive charac
ter of Democratic tariff legislation. 

Each one ot these bills would in turn have destroyed great 
industries and impo-verished multitudes of people. The free 
sugar bill would have impov eri8hed the fai·mers and niamt-
f acturers alike, in the beet and cane districts of the country, and 
would have banlcrupted the Treasury. The }Iouse wool bill 
would have been a death blow to the great American wool and 
woolen industries, while the cotton, the chemical, the steel, and 
the so-called free-list bills would have each furnished its quota 
of banl;;ruptcy, idleness, hunger, and despair. Together they 
would have created a condition as disastrous as that which ex
isted under the Wilson bill; and all this loss and poyerty and -
ruin would have had no recompense in better conditions for any 
class of American citizens except loan sharks and ancti oneers. 

What makes me confident that the people will rise in defense 
of the Republican Party and protection and prosperity is the 
fact that in the midst of these threats, bluffs, and fourfiushings 
by the Democratic Party the industries of the country have 
continued reasonably prosperous and labor quite steadily em
ployed. It must be because the people realize that they propose 
to smite the free-trade policy when they get a chance this fall. 

We realize that some schedules are unnecessarily high, and 
our party stands pledged to a reasonable reduction of such 
schedJiles. That the schedules of the present tariff are, how
ever, in the main, low compared with former tariffs is abund
antly demonstrated by the figures of imports. All sorts of lies 
were told about the Payne tariff bill when it passed. 'Never in 
the history of the country was there so much misstatement and 
downright lying about a tariff bill as there was about the Payne 
bill, and unfortunately the people largely believed them. 

PAYNE TARIFF LAW. 

We have passed from the day of prophecy and prevarication 
to the time when we ha-ve the actual facts and figures about the 
Payne bill They show on the basis of imports of merchandise 
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faring the 34 months that the .Payne tariff law had been in 
Dper::i ti on down to ~lay 31, 1912, the following results compared 
with the operation of the Wilson Democratic and Dingley Re
publican tariffs, re pectively: First, that the free list under the 
Payne law-that is, the amount of goods imported without pay
ing any duty-was a considerably larger percentage of the total 
of importations than under either the Wilson or the Dingley 
bills; second, that the average amount of duties paid per dollar 
of cl'!Ltiable imports was i;ery considerably lower under the 
Payne biU than under the otller two laws; and that the same 
was true with regard to the entire volume of our importations. 
It sometimes takes the truth a long time to catch up with a 
lie well told and persistenUy reiterated, and it never can undo 
the harm the lie has accomplished, but the facts I have stated, 
taken from the record, give the lie direct to perhaps the most 
persistent falsehoods ever uttered in American political history. 
Not only was the Payne bill a revision downward of the Dingley 
law, but its average rates are demonstrated by the table which 

i shall place in the RECORD to be lower than those ' of the Wilson 
bill of mournful memory. Was a Republican President far from 
right in saying that the Payne tariff law was tcye best we ever 
had, in view of the fact that. with a larger free list than the 
Wilson law, with lower average ad valorem rates than that law, 
both as to the dntiable list alone an as to all imports, it bas 
produced an abundance of revenue, placed ·a surplus in the 
Treasury, and promoted prosperity in the face of persistent 
agitation and calamity bowling, while under the Wilson bill 
the Treasury was_empty, industry was paralyzed, and the peo
ple were in despair. I can imagine no more striking comparis<;>n 
between Democratic and Republican legislation than this, be
tween a crude unbalanced Democratic law which did not pro
duce sufficient public revenue and did paralyze private industry, 
and a carefuJ1y drawn Republican bill with lower average rates. 
which does produce abundant revenue and at the same time pro
motes the prosperity of the people. The following is the table 
I have referred to : 

Imports of merchandise into the United States, showing percentage thereof free of duJ.y, cuswms rectipts, and average ad valorem rate of duty during the 34 months' operation of the 
Payne tariff law, .Aug. 5, 1909, to May 31, 191t, compared with like results under the entire operation of the Wi?.ro-n and Dinglly tariffs, respectively. 

Entlre i:eriod of-

Wilson law: 
35months1. ·······-···-·········-·····················-··············~······ 
Monthly average ............................................. -·· ............ . 

Dingley law: 
144 months 2 _ •••• ·····································--·······-············· 
Monthly average .............................. - ............................ -

Payne law: 
34 months 3 _ •••••••••••••••••••••• _ •• __ •••••• __ • _. _ •••••• ••• _ ••••• _ •• __ ••••• _ 

Monthly average ............ _ ........ __ .............................•......... 

I 

Free. 

. Millions. 
1,080. 4 

30.9 

5,428.5 
37. 7 

2,301.4 
G7. 7 

Imports. 

Dutiable. 

Millions. 
$1, 132. 7 

32.4 

6,821. 5 
47.4 

2, 19'2. 4 
64.5 

Total. 

Millions . 
$2,213.1 

63.3 

12,250.0 
85.1 

4,493.8 
132.2 

Free. 

Per cent. 
48.8 

44.3 

51.2 

Customs 
receipts. 

Millions. 
$485.0 

13.9 

3,121.8 
21. 7 

902.6 
26.5 

Average ad valorem 
on-

Dutiable. iz;~. 

Per cent. Per cent. 
42.8 21.9 

·-----···· ---- ------
45.8 25.5 

·--·------ --·-------
41.2 20.1 

-----·-·-- ----------
1 Excludes last 4 days of August, 1894, included under McKinley law, and includes July 24--31, 1897, under act of 1897. 
2 Excludes last 8 days of July,, 1897, included under Wilson law; excludes Aug. 1-5, 1909, included under Payne law. · · 
s Includes Aug. 1-5, 1909 unaer act of 1897. • • 
NOTE.-A reduction of about S.55,000,000 was caused in customs receipts under the McKinley Act, due to reduced imports in the closing months under that act in antic

ipation of the passage of the Wilson tariff, whose revenues were correspondingly increased. Likewise a reduction of about 45,000,000 was caused in customs receipts under 
the Dingley A.ct, due to hea'\'>y imports in the closing months under the Wilson law, whose revenues were correspondingly increased. 

THE TARIFF ISSUE IN WYOMING. 

The people whom I ha >e the honor to represent, though they 
are not a manufacturing people, are as dependent on a pro
tective tariff for the pro. perity of their industries as any people 
under the flag. We have approximately a tenth of" all of the 
sheep in the Union. Not only are a large number of our peo1JJe 
direcUy interested in the industry, but a still larger number are 
directly and indirectly benefited by the millions (}f dollars of 
annual expenditure in the industry. The clependence of 01u
wooi industry u.pon the tariff is so weU known and ttnderstood, 
so universally acknowledged, e-i;en by those who do not favor 
a protective tariff, as to make argument on the subject swperfiu-
01ts. We ha·rn a grea.t cattle industry protected, on the one hand, 
from importations of cheav cattle from Mexico and, on the other 
hand, from meats from Australia and the Argentine. 

The farmers along our northern border are vehement in their 
oppo ition to Canadian reciprocity, on the ground that it would 
bring them into competition with the cheap products of Canada. 
We share in that opposition, but Wyoming would suffer infi
nitely more under free trade in coal than ·she would from 
Canadian reciprocity, which did not propo e free coal. Several 
of our great coal mines must find a large part of the market 
for their product in competition with Canadian coals of as 
good or better quality, more cheaply mined, and with a shorter 
and cheaper freight haul It has been estimated that free trnde 
in coal would result in our losing a third of our present market, 
with its consequent disastrous effect upon the indush·y and 
wages. 

We have iii >arious parts of Wyoming, notably in the Big 
Horn Basin, the Wind River Valley, Sheridan and Johnson 
Conn ties, and on the Platt and its tributaries, large areas of 
land suitable for the growth of sugar beets. After years of 
waiting for transportation facilities, for the completion of 
reclamation enterprises, and after thorough experimentation 
and practical demonstration in the growing of beets, we had 
:finally reached the time when, but for Democratic agitation of 
the sugar tariff, our hope of the establishment of sugar fac
tories was about to be realized. Speaking with knowledge of 
the situation, I can say with assurance that but for the Demo
cratic free-sugar bill this year at least tico beet-sugat· factor·ies 
wonlcl liat:e been under way in Wyoming at this time. With 
~the election of a Hepublican President and Congress there is 
no reason why Wyoming should not have as piany beet-sugar 
factories as Color~do, which has 17, in the next five years. 

Elect a Democratic Congress and a Democratic President and 
our hope 'of sugar-beet factories goes glimmering forever. 

Wyoming is becoming a great alfalfa State, and this great 
staple product depends for its market "QPOn the great live-stock 
business, and so the success of the alfalfa farms and ranches 
is in a large measure dependent upon the protective policy. 

Flax is destined to become one of our staple products; the 
Democratic Party proposes to put flaxseed, which now has a 
protection of 25 cents a bushel, on the free list. Potato culture, 
in a large way for the eastern market, presents a promising and 
p~fitable field for the enlargement of our agricultural output 
on ~oth our irrigated and dry lands. Democratic free trade p:;o
poses to deprive us of the protection without which our e::istern 
markets can be flooded with foreign potatoes, paying only a iow 
water freight rate. 

The railroads of the State, so far as their local business is 
concerned, can not be prosperous without the prosperity of these 
local industries which depend upon protection. Even our 
through railroad business is largely in. products of the coast to 
the East and in manufacture from the East to the West which 
would be displaced by foreign products and manufactures under 
free trade; therefore the men on the raih'oads of the State are 
as much interested as any class of our people in the continua
tion of protection. 

TRUE ECO~OMY. 

Our Government makes larger annual expenditures than any 
National Government in the world; it is also the most honestly 
administered Government in the world, and our people do not 
begrudge the vast annual ouUay made by the Government for 
their protection and benefit, so long as it is honestly and eco
nomically expended. There is, however, a tendency toward un
necessary expenditure which must be con tantly guarded 
against.. With President Roosevelt's liberfl} views of the legiti
mate and useful fields of national activity and his intolerance 
of delay in carrying out any work or enterprise he beliernd 
should be undertaken, he could not have been expected to pro
mote or practice economy in national outlay. In fact ex
penditures increased so rapidly during bis administration that 
ordinary outlay finally outran ordinary· ~income to the amount 
of over $65,000,000 in the last two years of his administration. 
This condition inherited by President Taft laid upon him the 
hard and thankless task of holding down constantly mounting 
appropriations without crippling or hampering the really use
ful and helpful expenditures of the Government. 
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He took hold of the matter with judgment and determination 
and to such good purpose that while the ordinary outlay of the 
Government under President Roosevelt had increased $41,000,000 
in the :fiscal year 19-09 over the expenditures in 1908, the 
expenditures in 1910, the first full year of President Taft's ad
ministration, was o\e1· three millions less than the year previ
ous, and though the count y is growing rapidly and the demand 
for national expenditures have constantly increased, our ordi
nary national outlay for each of the fiscal years 1911 and 1912 
has been kept below that of 1909 by several million dollars. . 

Not only this, but the much abused Payne tariff law has 
proven such a good revenue producer that our ordinary revenues 
were in the fiscal year 1912 over $90,000,000 more than under 
the Dingley law in 1909. In 1909 the ordinary receipts were 
more than fifty-eight millions less than the ordinary disburse
ments. In 1912 our ordinary income was over $37,000,000 more 
than our ordinary outlay. This is a record of real economy 
without injury to the public service. 

FALSE ECONOMY. 

. This Democratic House of Representatives has given us a 
b.r!Jliant example of fake economy. Starting out with a widely 
advertised plan to economize in the administration of the 
House, the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle have pro
moted a series of largely useless and unnecessary investigations 
which have, and will, cost more than all the much advertised 
economies saved. 

At various times during the discussion of appropriation bills 
I have called to the attention of the House the farce comedy 
you gentlemen are treating the country to in connection with 
appropriations. By your own confessions, in many large and 
important items, you are only appropriating for 8 months instead 
of 12. You have provided for practically no new projects or 
expenditures, and in many cases have turned down estimates 
made by the Government departments for needed repairs and 
replacements. 

Your Army bill prohibited any expenditures for necessary 
repair.3 and improvements to our western Army posts. The 
sundry civil bill did not provide adequately for the ordinary 
necessary care of public buildinis. You turned a deaf ear 
to our urgent demand for sufficient money to make necessary 
surveys of public lands, and denied. the request of the Forest 
Service for sufficient sums to build roads and bridges and trails 
in the forest reserves. All this was done in the name of econ
omy, and yet you appropriated millions for wholly useless and 
valueless fortifications on the Panama Canal. 

Fortunately the .Appropriation Committee at the other end 
of the Capitol has taken a different view of the needs of the 
public service, and your policy has driven Members of the 
House to appeal to the Senate for consideration of items of 
appropriation essential for the Government service and to meet 
the just obligations of the Nation. I realize that this fake 
showing of economy is considered necessary to the success of 
the Democratic ticket in the coming campaign, but I doubt ifi.t 
will be effecth·e. The people of the country are neither blind 
nfil~lli~ . 

I do not think the gentlemen on the other side are very 
proud of, or happy over, the results of the numberless investi
gations that haYe been instituted and carried on. No wicked 
or idle tale prompted by self-interest, envy, or malice, has been 
too remote from the jurisdiction· of the investigation committees, 
or too frivolous to escape investigation, and yet how miser
ably meager the harvest of results has been. I said I did not 
think our Democratic friends were proud or happy over the re
sults of these investigations, and yet, as patriotic citizens, they 
should be, for they have proven, as perhaps no other means 
could have done, how free from wrong-doing and how little 
subject to criticism the administration of the vast volume of 
our public affairs has been under a party that bas been in 
control of all branches of the Government for 15 years. That 
ought to be a matter of pride to any .American citizen. 

PARTY ACHIEVEMENT. 

The· Republican Party. to-day, as always, points with pride 
to its record of JJ.Chievement and looks forward with hope and 
confidence to the futl1re, .As has been well sta.ted in our plat
form: 
. The Republican Party looks back upon its record with pride and 

satisfaction, and forward to its new responsibilities with hope and con
fidence. Its achievements in · government constitute the most luminous 
pages in our history. Our greatest national advance has been made 
during the years of its ascendancy in public affairs. It has been 
genuinely and always a party of progress ; it has never been either 
stationary or reactionary; it has gone from the ,fulfillment of one great 
pledge to the fulfillment of another in response to the public need and 
to the popular will. . 

Referring first to ou~ latest party achievements under th~ 
present administration, we cq,n point with pride to the establish-

ment of postal-savings banks; of the Burearr of Mines, which 
bas been so useful and helpful to our miners; to the Children's 
Bureau; to the legislation for the suppressing of the white
slave traffic; to the enactment and enforcement of the pure
food law; to the increase of pensions to the soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil W~r; to the bringing into the Union of the Com- · 
monwealths of .A'rizona and New Mexico. 
. In that class of legislation which so vitally affects the citizen 

in his rights and property under present industrial conditions
legislation to control great combinations of capital and to pre
ve~t monopoly and restraint of trade, and legislation regulating 
ra~lways ai;i.d other means of transportation-the party has been 
f~ithful, wise, and progressive. .All of the laws for the suppres
sion of monopoly and for the control of railways have . been 
placed upon the statute books by Republicans, and generally in 
the face of Democratic opposition. The antitrust act of 1890 · 
the interstate-commerce act of 1887 and its important amend: 
ments, giving ample powers to the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion; the so-called 16-hour law, limiting t.b.e hours of employ
ment of those engaged in train service; the prohibition of free 
passes, all are Republican legislation enforced by a Republican 
Executive. 

COMBIN.ATIOJ\S OF CAPITAL. 

The antitni,st act of 1890 reniained ci dead letter under tlte 
D emocratic Cleveland administration except for its cnforce-
1~ient against a labor organization. The l\IcKinley adrninisti'n.
tio~ was the :first t.o energetically enforce the statute, and 1H'Ose
cut10ns were contmued under Roosevelt; but it remained for 
the present administration to make the statute a vital force in 
the breaking up and prevention. of monopoly. The decisions in 
the Tobacco and Standard Oil case , the prosecution of the Beef 
'.rrust, the pending suits against the Steel and Harvester 
Trusts, have finally put the terror of the law in the hearts of 
trust magnates. 

Possibly it is not to be wondered at that in their wrath and 
resentment against the administration which is making them 
answer for their crimes against the .American people, the men 
at the head of these tn.ists, like l\lr. Perkins should be givinO' 
their millions and their influence to a movem~nt through which 
they hope to defeat President Taft for reelection. Certain faise 
friends of the people have sought to deh·act from the credit due 
the administration ~or its h'ust prosecutions by claiming that 
the outcome of these successful suits would not be effective in 
the. suppre~sion of monopoly. The rage of the trust 111,agnatcs, 
their ftoclcing to the standard of a proposed new party their 
millions coptributed to defeat Taft and wreck the Rep~blican 
Party, are the best answers to such a claim. 

In Wyoming we happen to know of the potent and beneficial 
effect of the Standard Oil decision. Every man interested in 
the development of the great oil resources of our State can tell 
of the changed conditions since the Standard Oil decision. It 
is as though an atmosphere charged with storm, laden with 
threate~ngs, and burdene~ with gloom had been suddenly, :is . 
by magic, cleared and purified; no longer the haunting fears of 
a subtle power liable to manifest itself in any one or all of a 
hundred ways to baffle, thwart, and defeat effort and endeavor 
but a universally recogllized opportunity to develop and d~ 
business. And y et there are sinister influences in the nam,e of 
virtue and under the guise of reform which would rob tlte veople 
of the victories they have won under this republican, admin-
istration. . 

TAFT THE ANTITRUST CANDIDATE. 

Leaving out of consideration our friends the Socialists and 
the Prohibitionists, who base their campaigns on other issues, 
the only candid.ate who will be before the .American people this 
fall who is entfrely free f1om all association or aUiance, direct 
or indirect, with the trusts is William. Howard Taft. We all 
recall how Prof. Wilson's candidacy for the Presidency was 
launched. George Harvey, of Harper's Weekly, friend nnd 
confidant of J. Pierpont Morgan, brought him out and widely 
advertised his candidacy. It is true that after Prof. Wil~on 
had profited mightily by Harvey's support be displayed the 
basest ingratitude toward him and declined his further open 
support, but that does not alter the fact that great tru t rrwg
nates like the Belmonts and Ryans are snpporting the Denw-
craUc candidate. · 

l\fr. Bryan's sensational desertion of CHAMP CLARK, who was 
the people's candidate, in the Baltimore convention and his sup
port of Mr. Wilson has had the effect of making the people tem
porarily forget the origin and source of Mr. Wilson's real 
strength. It is, and always has been, largely among the friends, 
sympathizers, and supporters of the great financial magnates of 
the country. Tammany did not vote for Wilson, because Tam
many is wise in not showing its hand; but all of the elements in 
New York that are for Wilson most heartily,.Tamrnany included, 
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are in sympathy with the objects and purposes of tho~e control
ling great trusts. 

THE THIRD PARTY AND THE TRUSTS. 

The close commune -between the third-term party candidate 
and the third-term party organization and the trusts is so 
notorious as to make extended argument or elaboration su
perfluous. 1\Ir. Perkins, late partner of J. Pierpont Morgan, 
1who wants the Federal Go'Vernment to issue licenses to the 
.trusts to vlunder the people, and others like hini, have f rom 
the beginning been the promoters, supporters, ana tmder
writers of the third-term party movement. The Steel and Har
vester Trusts ·particularly are so notoriously supporting the 
thirty-term party mo1ement, and the movement is so univer
sally acknowledged to have an abundance of funds from these 
sources at its command that further comment is unnecessary. 

PRESIDEXT TAFT AND THE TRUSTS. 

The Republican Party, under President Taft, could have no 
nlliance or affiliation with great trusts or combinations of capi
tal, seeking to unlawfully r estrain trade and, create and es
tablish monopolies, if it wanted to, and they certainly do 
not want to. The adniinistration of President Taft has so 
continuously, forcefttlly, and szwcessfully prosecuted combina
tions of capital in restraint of trade that in their fitry they 
rush to tlte support of the D emocratic nominee or the third-term 
·varty candidate, whiche-i;er seems to t11em to hold out the best 
1iromise of defeating the R epublican Party and President Taft. 
'Every resource of money and influence will be used directly and 
indirectly to defeat the President for reelection, and it is diffi
cult at this time to say in which direction the greatest efforts 
will be made to accomplish this purpose, whether through the 
Democratic or the third-term party. 

It ought to be clear to the dullest understanding that the only 
hope of the people in their battle for the suppression of 
monopoly is in the support of the party and the candidate which 
has been and is at this time vigorously enforcing the law 
against illegal combinations. It ought to be equally clear that 
the Democratic candidate and party are not ancl can not be 
clear from alliances with great corporate wealth, and certainly 
no one can be so poorly informed as not to know that the third
term candidate and his organization has as its principal prop 
nnd support the officers, the beneficiaries, and tlle friends of 
great trusts and combinations seeking io monopolize the indus
tries of the country. 

llEGULATION OF' RAILWAYS. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission was established by 
the Republican Party in 18 7. It was strengthened and made 
a really vital force by successive amendments developed in the 
school of experience, but it never really found itself and became 
the 1ital efficient force for good it was intended to be until the 
present administration. No administratit'e bureau ever erected 
has so universally commended itself to pttblic sentiment as the 
Interstate Commerce Commission 1tnder the administration of 
William Howar·d Taft. 

It has been impossible, in view of the magnitude of the 
problem, for the commission to give attention to and adjust all 
of the manifold problems arising in connection witll our enor
mous system of interstate transportation, but it has passed upon 
and "'risely adjusted many of the larger and controlling problems. 
It ·stood like a wall of adamant against a demand by ·an of 
the railways for a general increase of rates. It has cured and 
prepared the way for the further curing of oppressive rates 
affecting vast tonnages in the intermountain and western States 
by the decisions in the so-called Spokane case, the Salt Lake 
case, and the cases affecting wool rates. The recent order of the 
commission 1·ed11cing express rates from 15 to 50 per cent will 
be of great and lasting benefit to the people, and is only the be
ginning of the regulation and reduction of express rates. 

THE MEAT PACKERS. 

One of the important problems in thls connection is that of 
bringing the retail price which the people must pay for . meats 
in reasonable harmony with the price which the stoclc grower 
r·eceives for his product. The cost of meat production, owing 
to the breaking up of the ranges into farms and the better price 
which the farmer receives and should receive for corn and hay, 
has largely increased. Yet there is a well-founded belief that 
the great packers so manipulate the prices they pay for live 
stock and charge for meat as to secure an inordinate profit at 
both ends of their business. The peculiar practices and methods 
of the packers have made it exceedingly difficult for the Gov
ernment to prove to the satisfaction of a jury that the packers 
have been guilty of violating the criminal provisions of the 
antitrust laws. 

The packers, like some other large combinations, in view ot 
the known determination of the administration to put an end to 
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their monopolistic practices, have in contemplation dissolution 
of the gr~at holding combination known as the National Pack
ing Co., and there is hope, if the people do not unwisely desert 
the administration which has fought "their battles, for perma
nent rellef from the exactions of the ·great packers. 

The facts that President Taft's adminish·ation has developed 
and the Teforms it has accomplished in reducing the powers of 
the packers are an illuminating commentary on that famous re
port made by former Com,missioner of Corporations and Secre
tary of the Interior Garfield, under President Roosevelt, to his 
chief, in which he consumed several months of time, spent a 
large amount of Government money, and spoiled several hun
dred pages of good white paper in a labored effort to prove that 
the packers were a much-abused band of philanthropists, work- · 
ing overtime for the benefit of the people and getting only a 
measly 3i per cent on their investment for their trouble. 

Mr. Garfield, like his successor as Chief of the Bureau of 
Corporations, Ur. Herbert Knox Smith, appointed by l\Ir. Roose· 
velt, who likewise gave l\Ir. Perkins's Harvester Trust a good 
name and a clean bill of health to his chief, is now and llus 
been one of the supporters of the third-party movement. These 
two patriots can not tolerate a party and an administration· 
icMch is so incons·idcrate as to prosecute the trusts they var
ticularly favor. 

'l'HE ?i!EAT PROBLEM. 

It is my opinion that we shall not reach a really satisfactory 
condition in regard to our meat supply until, by the more gen
eral distribution of slaughtering establishments, large and 
small, we shall insure more real competition in the purchase of 
sheep and cattle for slaughter, and hence a better price to the 
stock raiser. Such a policy, by bringing the producer of meats 
nearer the consumer and preventing monopoly, will also gi"re 
the consumer relief from exorbitant prices. 

One obstacle in the way of such a distribution of packing 
establishments in the past has been the difficulty of securing 
satisfactory railroad rates. I have already pointed out how, 
under our efficient Interstate Commerce Commission, reasonable 
rates can now be secured. The commission now has such com
plete knowledge of the situation as will render speedy adjust
~nt of other unfair and unjust rates possible and certain, and 
yet all has been done and will be done for the relief of the 
people, in full recognition of the rights of the common carriers 
to fair compensation, to the end that investments in railroads 
shall not be jeopardized or discouraged and that the roads may 
be able to pay liberal compensation to their employees. 

THE PARTY OF PROGRESS. 

The Republican Party has aiways been and is to-day th~ 
party of real and not sham progress and progressiyeness
ever alert and responsive to the necessity an"l demand for pro
gressive legislation which shall apply the principles of justice, 
equity, and righteousness to the constantly changing problems 
confronting a mighty people under a free go-rnrnment. We 
recognize that great as the achievements of the past have been, 
there always will be new problems, to be met in the spirit of 
fairness and to be settled in accordance with the principles of 
justice in the interest of all the people. 

We are pledged to an unceasing warfare against monopoly 
and privilege ·and to such additional legislation as may be 
necessary to make clear the line of demarcation between the 
opportunities for the fair rewards, due real service rendered 
by indiYiduals or corporations, and the practices which seek the 
amassing of great fortunes through methods pf industrial 
piracy and monopoly. 

We stand pledged to a supreme effort along all lines to reduce, 
as far as possible, the gap between the fair prices and 1·ewards 
to which the prod-u,cer on the farrn, ot· the ranch, and in the 
worlcshop 1·eceives fo1· the product of his labor, his genius, and 
hi.s energy, and the price which the ultimate consumer must 
pay for these p~oducts. We stand pledged to legislation calcu
lated to increase the attractiveness and the rewards of life upon 
the farms and rnnches of the Nation. That life which has and 
always will develop the highest and best class of citizenship; 
those industries upon which the feeding and the clothing of the 
Nation primarily depend. To this end we favor the establish
ment of a parcel post which shall be just to all; the encourage
ment of better agricultural loan facilities; the betterment of 
conditions of inland transportation. 

IN THE INTEREST OF LABOR 

We stand as we always have stood, pledged and dedicated to 
the highest and best interests of labor; to a protective tariff 
which will maintain the American wage rate and the American 
standard of living. We favor legislation which will lift from the 
shoulders of widows and orphans, so far as financial compen~a
tion can do i t, th"e want and misery entailed by the loss or injury 
in industr ial pursuits of t heir natural supporters and protector s. 
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It is intolerable to the sense of justice that the burdens of the 
inevitable casualties connected with industries, beneficial to all 
of the people, should be laid upon the bereaved and helpless. 
To be truly helpful the response and compensation should be 
swift, certain, and (tdequate. 

To all good citizens it is axiomatic that those engaged ill labor, 
Zike all classes of our citizens, should be established, confirmed, 
and protected in all their rights. I always ha\e and always 
will favor and support legislation to accomplish that purpose. 
My youth and early manhood was spent among and sharing the 
burdens of those who toil. I have felt the pinch and grip of 
poverty, and I have also felt the wholes0me satisfaction that 
cornea from a hard day's work honestly performed. I could not 
1Je lacking in knowledge of and sympathy with the problems 
and aspit'ations of labor 'Unless I forgot rny own ea:perience. I 
could not fail to appreciate and proclaim the honor and dignity 
of labor without surrendering the just pride I have in my -own 
record. 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE WEST. 

In the face of a prejudiced and misguided sentiment, fostered 
largely by men with selfish personal ambitions, it has not been 
possible to secure all of the legislation needed for the speedy 
settlement and orderly develo_pment of the public domain; but 
the Republican Party, author of the homestead volicy, has, as 
an organization, been true to its historic policy, and much has 
been accomplished in the face of difficulties. Following the 
national reclamation law has come the enlarged homestead act 
and the act for the agricultural entry of coal land. Quite re
cently the three-year homestead law was enacted. Thanks to 
earnest and determined effort, this law was secured free from 
the limitations which the extreme conservationists would have 
put upon it, and carrying the highly ·beneficial provision for an 
annual leave of · absence. These and a number ·of minor but 
helpful provisions of law have marked the progress of the or
derly evolution of the Republican homestead policy. 

The opposition of certain extremists, now largely marshaling 
themselves under a third party banner, has prevented other 
needed legislation to make possible the more advantageous use 
and development, in the interest of all of the people and with
out monopoly, of some of our mineral resources and of those 
portions of the public domain which are more suitable for 
grazing than for farming. But with the triumph of the Repub
lican Party and its freedom from certain influences which now 
seem to be seeking their purposes through another organization, 
we may confidently h_ope and expect additional legislation 
and such reasonable administration as will relieve the West 
from the htmdicap of those .t>olicies which, under the false 
aaim of serving the people, have been oppressive in their effect 
upon individuals honestly seeking homes and opportunities on 
the public domain and retarding in their effect upon general 
development. 

THIRD PARTY MOVEMENT. 

The. Republican Party for the third time in its history is con
fronted with a serious defection in its ranks. Those who are 
old enough will remember the abuse heaped upon the immortal 
Lincoln by members of his own party when he was a candidate 
for reelection. They will recall now the reelection of the great 
emancipator, which we now know to have been essential to the 
integrity and prosperity of the Nation, was for months after his 
nomination despaired of. The differences then developed led 
to the nomination of Horace Greeley by the Liberal Republicans 
in 1872; and up to within a month of the date of election that 
movement gave every promise of sweeping the country and de
feating Grant. It is not so far back to the Silver Republican 
bolt of 1896, when those who adhered to the party and par
ticularly in the West, were denounced as hirelings of Wall 
Street and enemies of mankind; and many remember the cer
tain and cocksure predictions up to the very day of election 
of the defeat of McKinley ; and so to-day we are confronted 
with a breach in the party lines and the promise of an inde
pendent nomination. 

No citizen under a. free government is justified in abusing 
·men for honest differences of political views. Members of any 
political party have a perfect right, for proper reasons, either 
to support the candidates of another party, or, if they see fit, 
ally themselves with a separate and independent organization. 
On the other hand, all good citizc0ns have a right, and it is 
their duty, to calmly, dispassionately inquire into the motives 
which actuate such conduct and to insist upon truth of state
ment relative thereto and that honesty of purpose and real, 
and not fal. e or merely fanciful, reasons shall constitute the 
motive or the excuse for such action. 

TIIE PRECOi VENTION c.AM.I'AIGN. 

In the campaign preceding the Republican national conven· 
tion there was a. wide difference of opinion, as there generally 

is, .relati1'e to the choice of candidates. Some of the active 
supporters of a certain candidate frankly admit that for what 
they were pleased to term " psychological reasons " they insti
tuted a large number of fictitious contests, many of them long 

· after delegates had been elected without opposition, and tllere
upon presumedly for the same "psychological reasons " sterted 
n. nation-wide campaign of accusation and abuse, continuiug it 
on down during and subsequent to the national convention in 
ever-increasing violence and volume. 

There was no single note of moderation in all this torrent of 
abuse and villliication. The national committee, containing 
many friends and supporters of the candidate who had been 
most emphatic and vehement and abusive in the claim that 
delegates and delegations had been stolen, by their unanimous 
vote in a considerable majority of the contests-and in many 
cases where the claims of fraud had been the most po itive, 
emphatic, and violent-declared against the delegates pledged 
for him. Even then the charges of fraud were in no particular 
or in the slightest degree modified or withdrawn; on the con
trary, each succeeding unanimous judgment of the national com
mittee against delegates and delegations which had been claimed 
by and for Mr. Roosevelt but led to a fresh outburst of extrava
gant claims, astounding charges, and unmeasured abuse. 

Evidently somebody was wrong. Either 1\Ir. Roosevelt was 
mistaken, misled, or carried beyond all bounds by disap
pointed ambition, or his friends and supporters on the national 
committee were, after 15 days of examination of contest cases, 
all misled or were wicked and disloyal to him. 

Later, the cases still contested were presented and argued at 
great length before the committee on credentials of the conven
tion, and a period equal to five eight-hour days was consumed 
in hearing and consideration of contests. No one was denied 
a hearing; ample time was allowed. By a majority of more 
than two-thirds, including, in most cases, the members from 
States whose delegates were not for either l\Ir. Taft or Mr. 
Roosevelt, the committee- decided the cases as they had been 
decided by the national committee. 

The fact is, that in cases of doubt, the doubt ·was generally 
resolved in favor of delegates pledged to Mr. Roosevelt. Much 
has been said of the two delegates from the fourth California 
district. Tbe fact is that under terms of the call for the com
mittee none of the Roosevelt district delegates from California 
were entitled to seats, and yet they were all seatep, except in the 
district where the Taft delegates had a clear majority. 

The Republican Party has always stood for the principle of 
local representation and can not agree to the doctrine that the 
people of a district shall be disfranchised in the election of their 
own representatives by the- vote of people living outside the 
district. If the policy adopted in California should become gen
.eral, New Y_ork City, Pittsburgh, Philadelphia, Chicago, and 
other large cities would elect and control all the delegates to 
national conventions from the States in which they were located. 
What a snap for bosses such a plan would be is proven by the 
fact that Boss Johnson absolutely controlled the California 
delegates. 

CONTESTS HO~STLY DEClDED. 

Not only were the delegates in the Republican convention at 
Chicago honestly seated, but the demand that no contested 
delegate sllould be allowed to vote on any question was most 
preposterous. No delegate was allowed to vote on his own 
case, but if the rule were adopted in conventions that no dele
gate placed on the temporary roll whose seat was contested 
was allowed to vote on any question, the flimsiest minority could 
absolutel:y control any convention by the simple process of dis
franchising the majority by trumped-up eleventh-hour contests. 

To fully realize how preposterous the proposition presented 
was, it should be remembered that it was not proposed to deny, 
all of the 252 delegates whose seats had been contested the 
right to participate in the convention, or to deny that right to 
any of the Roosevelt delegates whose seats had been contested 
by Taft men. The demand was made as to a select list referred 
to as 9.2, but really only 72, of Taft delegates who, a self
appointed arbiter had taken it upon himself to judge, were not 
entitled to seats, though he had not heard a sinuJe contest pre
sented or argued. This action reminds one of the case of the 
hotel keeper who, ha,,;ing presented an e:vorbitant bill to a 
aeparti1ig guest, was interrogated by tlte guest as to just why 
he fixed his outrageous charge at the exact fig1tre he did, to 
which the landlord gri1nly 1·eplied that he had been doing some 
figuring and had condttdea that was exactly the sum he needed 
in his business. 
. Unfortunately, many good people have been misled by the 
cocksureness and yehemence of the charges made against the 
action at Chicago in the seating of deleO'ates. Such peoplt3 
should recall that the leaders of a movement may originally be 
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misled by the statements of superse1-Yiceable and dishonest 
subordinates on whose suggestions contests have been brought. 
Once having -made declaration, disappointment, the lack of cour
age to confe~s an error, or overweening personal ambition will 
sometimes lead -men to almost any length or act or accusation. 

Those Republicans who are inclined to follow tile third-party 
mo,ement should ponder long before doing so. While the leader 
of the movement did not secure delegates enough to place him 
in nomination, he could have brought about the nomination of 
any one of half a dozen candidates known as leaders in the so
called progressive movement long before he sought to appro
priate to himself the strength of that movement; but he refused 
to do so or to allow his supporters to do so, insisting that if 
there was to be a compromise, "the compromise candidate will. 
be me." 

THE THIRD TERM. 

I can not believe the people will support a third-term candi
date. The warni ng and example of Washi ngton and all the 

_ grnat men of ow· history are against it. The present aspirant 
for the third terrn has, in the most solemn manner, declared 
against it. Furthermore, I can not imagine how a movement 
can commend itself which is notoriously financed and fostered 
by the heads of great trusts which the Governinent is prosecut
ing. Self-seeking men will join a movement because of the fact 
that it has unlimited corporate capital backing it, as we are 
constantly assured by its friends that the third party has, but 
it certainly can not appeal on that ground to the ordinary citi
zen. Mr. Perkins and other great trust magnates are not likC!ly 
to go into political movements requiring large outlay without 
expecting a return on their investment in the opportunities to 
plunder the people. A party long established, with complete 
organization, may carry on a campaign with a limited amount 
'Of contributions, but to build up an entirely new organization 
is a costly process. The plan of Government regulated and con
tro lied monopolies advocated by l\1r. Perkins and other leaders 
of high finance and approved by Ur . . Roosevelt only needs a 
comvlaisant administration to make easy the oppression and 
looting of the public to an extent beyond the dreams of avarice. 

Kor can the common people be expected to follow in the lead 
of rich dilettantes like the Pinchots and the McCormicks who, 
born to great wealth and the possessors of vast incomes which 
they find it hard to spend, wi Li no practical knowledge of or 
real sympathy for the struggles, the trials, and the problems of 
the plain people, are eager for power that they may exploit 
their theories and gratify their ambitions at the expense of the 
public. Add to these the Flinns and the Wards and all the 
other representatives of the worst types of bossism, masquerad
ing under a false pretense and groping for issites which it is 
hoped will temporarily mislead the people, and the wonder is 
that they can secure an y consi-derable following, particularly 
when to follow the third party only serves to aid the Democratic 
ca.ndidate. 

OPPORTUNITY FOR USEFUL SERVICE. 

The Republican Party is to-day, as it has always been, big 
enough to afford an opportunity within its ranks for useful 
work and earnest and faithful endeavor for men of widely dif
fering views as to the -wisest course to pursue to secure the 
best results in the interests of all of the people in matters of 
detail of procedure, administration, and legislation. Its glorious 
history, its marvelous record of achievement, its long line of 
patriots and statesmen among the wisest, the bravest, and the 
best in American history, all of these are at one and the same 
time an inspiration to party loyalty and an assurance that if, 
forgetting minor differences, we ·stand shoulder to shoulder 
for our great principles we shall accomplish as much in the 
future for the cause of liberty and . righteousness and good gov
ernment as has been accomplished in the past. 

The Republican Party is to-day as it always has been the 
true party of progress. It has, like all organizations composed 
of mortal men, made mistakes, but it never has !"!.S a party been 
guilty of a fraitd or dodged an issue. There have been times 
in its history when it might have purchased temporary success 
at the p1'ice of abandonnient of principle, but as it refused to 
excuse or temporize with slavery, as it declined to compromise 
the national credit in the day of greenbackism, as it stood as 
a wall of defense against the depreciation of the currency in 
1896, as it has declined to abandon the doctrine of protection in 
the hours wben it was temporarily unpopular, as it stood for 
the rights of the black 11wn even at the cost of success in the 
South, so it stands to-day, determined in its adherence to the 
fundamental principles of our Government, steadfast for the 
protection of the rights of all classes of citizens, and jinn in 
its faith and confidence in the wisdom of the ultimate judgment 
of the peopl_e. -

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GREENE]. 

l\Ir. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, this bill is 
the same as House bill 12812, introduced in the first session of 
the Sixty-second Congress. 

'.rhat bill was agreed to in conference between the committees 
of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and it was 
finally adopted by both branches and submitted to the President. 
He promptly vetoed it, and his veto was sustained. 

At that time the report from the Tariff Board had not been 
received. The i Democratic majority of the Ways and Means 
Committee prepared their former bill without holdµlg any hear
ings for the purpose of obtaining any information from either 
the manufacturers of cotton goods or the operatives employed 
in this great industry. 

This action was in conspicuous contrast with past actions by 
the Committees on Ways and Means of both the Republican and 
the Democratic Parties. 

When the Wilson bill was prepared, the committee, a majority 
of whom were Democrats, listened patiently to the testimouy of 
both manufacturers· and operatives, who were sent from Kew 
England to Washington to give the information• which was then 
eagerly sought for the purpose of submitting a bill which should 
foster and promote the cotton-manufacturing industry. The 
result was that a bill was adopted by the Congress which in so 
far as it related to the cotton industry, was acceptable t~ both 
capital and labor. 

Had the Ways and Means Committee of that Congress dis
played as much wisdom ·and common sense in preparing the 
remaining schedules of the Wilson Tariff Act, and had they 
also not allowed tllemselves to become Bryanized and rushed 
wildly after the financial heresies accompanying the "free-sil
ver" crusade, the victory of the Republican Party in "the cam
paign of 1896 might never have been written into history. But, 
true to its past history, the Democratic Party blundered in the 
preparation of the Wilson Tariff Act, and the result was that 
~ills and all · classes of manufactures were unfortunately and 
vitally a_ffected. Men and women were thrown out of .employ
ment, with the usual result that when the wage earner is de~ 
prived of his wages his purchasing power is reduced. His 
inability to obtain the necessities of life immediately affected 
the farmer in the disposition of the products of his farm, and 
the result was there was general business depression and dis
aster. 

This showed how interdependent we are. There can be no 
perma~ent prosperity where a definite attempt is made to 
attack any especial industry of such vital importance to both 
the North and the South as the cotton industry is by so reduc
ing the duties upon manufactured products that in addition 
to the competition between manufacturers in this country 
these manufacturers and their employees shall be .subject t~ 
the competition of foreigrt manufacturers and foreign labor. 
A careful investigation would have disclosed the fact that 
domestic competition . so reduces the price of the manufacture 
of cotton goods that the profits, except in rare cases are very 
limited. ' 

The added competition of the foreign manufacturer which 
this bill will cetrainly produce would only result in a reduc
tion of the price of the product below the necessary profit 
required to keep the cotton mills running, and if this foreign 
c9mpetition continued, as it certainly would, the inevitable 
result would be a reduction in the cost of production at home. 
If that reduction in cost of manufacture necessitates a reduc
tion of wages and the stopping of mills, it would disastrouslv 
affect the wageworker and his family by depriving him o~f 
employment. 

I fail to understand the wisdom or logic which takes posses
sion of the Democratic majority and leads them to promote 
legislation of the character written· into this bill when past 
experience has shown that it leads to disaster to business 
interests of great importance and, worse than all the throw
ing out of employment thousands of men, women, ~nd children 
who find work and wages, which means happiness in the home 
and greater opportunity for the education of the rising genera
tion. I have heretofore referred to the wisdom displayed in 
the preparation of the cotton schedules of the Wilson Tariff 
Act in 1894. The Committee on Ways and Means gave patient 
attention to the testimony of both operatives and manufacturers. 
and they were induced by the prominent representati>es of 
the Democratic· Party in New England to so write the cotton 
schedule that the industry which was then of so great impor
tance to that section of the United States that even the Demo
cratic leaders then in Congress hesitated and gave such con
sideration to the facts that had been furnished them that they 

• 



10106 CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD-HOUSE .. AUGUST 2, 

proceeded to prepare a bill which dealt reasonably fair · with 
both the operative and the manufacturer. 

The cotton manufacturing industry in the South was develop
ing largely then by the influx of capital and the furnishing of 
machinery by machinery builders from the Northern States, 
and there were no large southern investments in the industry 
there. Consequently the tariff was virtually prepared through
out through the assistance and advice of the northern opera
ti"re and manufacturer in the cotton industry. 

The election of 1896 restored the Republican Party to power 
and the Dingley '.rariff Act was written · into law. Hearings 
were held and all of the schedules were given careful con
sideration. Operatives and manufacturers in the cotton indus
try appeared before the Ways and Means Committee and ex
pressed themselves satisfied with the cotton schedules, and the · 
only changes made in the cotton tariff were a very few, made 
necessary by changes in the processes of manufacture, and the 
consequent need of guarding against the competition of the for
eign manufacturer. In fact, the tariff, in so far as it related to 
the cotton industry, was practically unchanged. The general 
revival of busine s in every other line of manufacture ga\e a 
healthful impetus to the cotton industry. 

Mr. Speaker, I ha\e never known of such a scale of wages 
_prevailing as marked the period from March 4, 1857, to March 
4, 1861, or of such ·a long period of lack of employment as 
marked the history of that memorable Democratic administra
tion. 

For the first time since 1861 the cotton manufacturing in
dustry has been singled out for attack by the Democratic major
ity in the Sixty-second Congress. 

There is no other industry in the country which can show 
as small a margin of profit in a general sense as the cotton 
industry. That there ha\e been phenomenal cases where con
ditions in the purchase of raw material, ability in management 
of the plant, and fortunate conditions have prevailed in dis
posing of the product at limited periods where the business has 
been profitable, but those conditions have been the exception 
and not the inflexible rule. Foreign competition will make the 
conditions in the United States disastrous to the ordinary man
ufacturer and injurious to the more successful and prosperous 
manufacturer. 

It has frequently been the experience of the cotton operative 
that long-continued depression and disastrous conditions to the 
manufacturer result in a reduction in the wage scale, for that 
is an element of cost that is most easily attackable when com
petition becomes so keen that profits are eliminated. 

The competition is, and has been, so keen for a long period 
in the cotton industry in our own country that prices of cloth 
and yarn, except in particular and especial lines, show but, a 
small margin of profit. -

The cotton-~wods . schedules prepared by the Committee on 
Ways and Means of this House in the Payne Tariff Act were 
practically unchanged when that bill was sent from this body 
to the north end of the Capitol. 

In another body it was deemed wise to make many important 
changes in the bill to meet the changing conditions in the in
dustry and to provide for checkmating and reducing the com
petition from the fine cotton-goods industry in foreign countries. 
I listened to the debates that took place at that time, and cer
tainly, from samples of goods shown and facts given as to the 
construction of the law by appraisers and decisions of the courts, 
there appeared to me to be ample reason for a more specific 
and definite tariff to be determined in order that the fine-goods 
industry in this country might receive more ample and definite 
protection from the competition of the manufacturers from 
abroad. 

Amendments were offered and were finally considered in a 
conference between the committees of the two Houses, and the 
Payne-Aldrich Act was enacted into law. 

The principal objections to the cotton schedules of that meas
ure came from the interests of the importers, wholesalers, and 
the large department stores of the country. The newspapers, on 
account of dis atisfaction arising from the wood-pulp and print
paper schedules, very largely joined hands with the importing 
interests in attacks upon the bfil The importers are an im
port:mt aggregation of business men in New York and other 
large busine s centers. They have no interest or sympatl).y 
with those who toil for their daily bread, nor are they engaged 
in promoting or encouraging the manufacturing industries of 
the United States, because they find their most profitable occu
pation to discredit the tarifi'. laws of the United States and also 
to make it easier to bring into our seaports the products of 
other countries where the wages paid the employees are smaller 
and the cost of maintenance and fixed charges of the manu-

facturing plants are less than those of similar establishments in 
the United States. 

These ·men are alert, sharp, and naturally the:i, endeavor to 
provide for their own households, and they do not give consid· 
eration to American interest preferentially onr the interests of 
the foreigner, and therefore they become powerful allies with 
the free traders, tariff reformers, ang_ incidentally they nat
urally gravitate to the Democratic Party in its present efforts 
to destroy the tariff wall which has for so long a period de
fended the interests of American industries and American labor. 
I have read the earnest appeals of the American Cotton l\Ianu
facturers' Association, whose headquarters are at Charlotte, 
N. C., addressed to the chairman and members of the Commit
tee on Ways and Means asking that they would give heed to 
their demand that the cotton schedule should not be subject to 
a radical revision without granting to these important factors 
in the development of the southern cotton indu try an oppor
tunity to appear before the committee and present facts for 
their consideration. If I am correctly informed this request was 
denied. 

One of the most prominent and successful manufacturers in 
the district which I have the honor to represent is Mr. Walter 
H. Langshaw, president and agent of the Dartmouth & Bristol 
l\fills, of New Bedford, l\fass., who expressed some criticisms 
of the Payne-Aldrich Tariff -.A.ct, and it was quite natural that 
Chairman UNDERWOOD, of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
should look to him for aid and assistance in destroying the 
effectiveness of that act. -

Mr. Langshaw wrote to Mr. UNDERWOOD during the special 
session of the Sixty-second Congress expressing his inability 
to aid in preparing the schedules of the pending bill, because 
of ~e complex nature of the work and lack of time to properly 
prepare for such an important undertaking. Mr. Langshaw 
further expresses his regret that men connected with the dry 
goods committee, comprised largely of importers, had been en-· 
gaged for the purpose · of assisting in making a new cotton 
schedule, and he informed Mr. Ul\TDERWOOD that he would not 
wish to be identified with men whose interests lie· so diametri
cally opposed to those of investors in this country, and whose 
statements are the best evidence of their ignorance on the sub
ject. As for a revision by politicians, Mr. Langshaw states he 
has no patience with that. Mr. Langshaw also further added 
that he esteemed the time too limited at that session of Con
gress to do the work justice, and he further stated that- he 
does not want, either directly or indirectly, to be identified with 
such bungling as has been done in the past or with any action 
for which political expediency is a dominating factor. This 
plain language from a successful manufacturer who is in no 
sense a" standp:atter" ought to be carefully considered. Neither 
Mr. Langshaw nor anyone else was granted a hearing by the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

I also quote the following interview with Mr. John Hobin 
secretary of the textile council of the city of New Bedford: 
Mass., as taken from tl1e New Bedford Evening Standard of 
July 26, 1911 : 
OPERATIVES INTERESTED-FEAR RADICAL REDUCTIOX IN T.A1UFF O~ COT

TONS-NOT OPPOSED, HOWEVER, TO SLicnrT LOWERING OF RATES TO 
LEVEL OF THE DI:KGLF.Y BlJ,L--INCRE.A.SES 'OT ASKED FOR HAVE PROVED 
DETRIME~TA.L TO THE ll!ILL WORKERS. . 
That the textile operatives of this city and of other cotton-manufac

turing centers strenuously object to the proposed radical reductions in 
the cot~on sched_nl:e, althou~h they insist that some reductions should be 
made, is the op1Il1on of Jonn Hobin, secretary of the textile council of 
this city. While cotton manufacturers, converters, finishers, importers 
and politicians are quarreling over what should be done with the cotton 
schedule--which was presumably framed to protect the wage earner in 
.American cotton mills-this expres ion of opinion from a prominent 
official of the labor men themselves ought to have interest: 

" When the Payne-Aldrich ta.riff bill was under discu~sion," Mr. Hobin 
said yesterday, "the textile unions joined with the manufacturers in a 
petition that the cotton schedules be retained at the existing· level. 
That was all they wanted, and, through the delegation that the United 
Textile Workers sent down to Washington, all they asked. They cer
tainly dld not want the duties pushed up higher, as was done. So they 
a.re consistent when they ask that the cotton schedules be reduced. 

"We feel that the raising of the duties is as injurious to the wage 
earner as would be a serious reduction in them. By the undue elevation 
of the duties, the converters and retailers have been permitted to cba1·ge 
prices for the cloth so high as to place them comparati'rely out of reach 
of a large part of the consumers. We believe that the retention of the 
present abnormally high daties ·can not fall to produce such high prices 
for cloth as to limit the market and force curtailment in the industry. 

"But. on the other hand," Mr. Ilobin continued, "we protest against 
the reduction of duties to the extent proposed by the Democrats. In 
saying this I am not raising a party issue nor talking from a political 
standpoint. I believe that the texl.ile operatives as a whole feel the 
same way, irrespective of politics. We are ve1·y much afraid that the 
party in power at Washington is going to injure us as seriously by 
reductions in the tariff as the other party did by undue elevations of it. 

"Personally, I favor very much President Taft's scheme of submitting 
this matter to a Tariff Commission. The cotton schedule ought to be 
capable of scientiftc adjustment, and in my opinion this is tho best 
solution of the problem." 
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The pending bill proposes to benefit the consumer by creating 

greater competition for the American manufacturer by reduc
ing the tariff on imports to such an extent that the American 
manufacturer will be compelled to lower his cost of production 
to enable him to meet this new element of competition, if this 
bill should be enacted into law. As previously stated, there 
were, in rn10, 1,713 cotton mills, all constructed at high cost 
of labor, material, and machinery; very much higher in cost 
than our foreign competitors are called upon to pay. These 
mills are too costly and are built of too heavy material to be 
remoYed from their present locations, even if more favorable 
locations could be obtained, and these facts ought to receive 
consi<leration when new. elements of competition are to be sud
denly forced upon the inyestor by the proposed radical reduction 
of the tariff. 

The proposed revision of the tariff affects every one of the 
1,113 cotton mills in the United States and every one of the vast 
number of operatives in the different nnlls in many States of the 
Union, but it more directly and unfayorably affects the finer 
grades of yarns and finer qualities of cotton cloth than any other 
product of the industry, for the importations have been in the 
past, and will continue to be in the future, on the finer quali
ties of production, and the amount of the importations will, in 
the judgment of every manufacturer and operative whose views 
I have seen quoted, exceed by manyfold the estimate quoted 
by the chairman of the committee in presenting the proposed 
bill. 

New Bedford, Mass., is the center of the fine-yarn and fine
goods industry in the United States, and although Fall River, 
Mass., exceeds it in number of cotton spindles, it ranks second 
in the production of fine yarns and fine goods. These two great 
cotton centers will be called upon to bear the greater burden 
which the reduction of the tariff proposed in this bill will im
pose upon any community in the United States. I protest 
against this proposed iniquitous legislation in the name of 
and in behalf of every man, woman, and child in µie district 
which I have the honor to represent on this floor. 

Under the existing tariff act the cotton business has been 
fairly prosperous, and continuous employment has been the rule 
rather than the exception. 

Wages have been increased and the hours of labor have been 
reduced in the cotton industry in the State which I represent, 
in part, on this floor. There is a strike in the city of New 
Bedford, in the district which I have the honor to represent, 
occasioned by a difference of opinion between the operative 
and the manufacturer on the question of fining the operatives 
for in1perfect work in the weaving departments. While this 
difference of opinion on this question is very unfortunate, it is 
not in any way involved in the tariff problem. 

In the first session of the Sixty-second Congress House bill 
12812 was introduced by the chairman of ·the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and it was adopted and reported to the House 
of Representatives by the Democratic majority of said commit
tee. For some reason best known to tbe Democratic members of 
the Committee on Ways and .Means they did not hold any public 
hearings on the bill. It was reported to the House and only a 
very limited time for debate was allowed. The bill was finally 
pas ed by the House. It went to the Senate and the bill was 
agreed to and it was presented to th~ President for approval 
or disapproval. It met with the disapproval of the President. 

At that time there was no report front the Tariff Board, and 
the President showed the inconsistencies and fallacies of the 
bill, which he thought was prepared without due care and 
consideration and without having possession of facts necessary 
to the framing of a bill of such vital importance to the many 
thousands employed in this indust1-y and to the large amount 
of capital invested in the industry. 

After the bill had passed the House it had been sent to the 
Senate. Southern manufacturers sought there an opportunity 
to be heard regarding some phases of the industry which vitally 
affected them, but they were denied the privilege of presenting 
their -riews except in a limited manner. 

It was not expected that any bill affecting the manufactures 
of cotton would be presented at this session of Congress. But 
as the other body began to actively consider other tariff sched
ules on the floor of the Senate, the Democratic majority of the 
Committee on Ways and Means determined to report another 
bill to the House. It was supposed, in view of the report of 
the Tariff Board, which they by their votes had helped to 
create in the Sixty-first Congress, and the objections made by 
the President in his veto of House bill 12812, that in the presenting 
of a new bill some features might be changed so that there 
might be some possibility of enacting into law a bill which 
should meet the approval of the President. 

But with the same obstinacy that has characterized all at
tempts to prepare tariff bills, we find ourselves confronted with 
the same bill that had heretofore been debated and passed by 
both the House and Senate. Not an " i" dotted nor a " t 11 

crossed, but a change in number only, being the result of many 
months' incubation. • 

That is certainly constructive statesmanship with a venge-: 
ance. It invol-ves no labor to prepare such a bill, because with 
no hearings being held the only act necessary is to put a new 
number on the bill and report the same to the House. I think 
no one will be deceived by such unheard-of practices. 

Clearly the bill was only introduced in order to demonstrate 
that the Congress was busy with tariff legislation, and therefore 
there was some excuse for the two bodies to remain on guard in 
Washington. The discourtesy shown to operatives and manu
facturers by the abrupt refusal of the Committee on Ways and 
1\feans to grant any opportunity for the presentation of facts 
showing the bearing that the proposed changes in the cotton 
tariff would have on the wage earners as well as the manufac
turers was in marked contrast to the course pursued in the 
preparation and consideration of the Wilson tariff, the Dingley 
tariff, or the Payne tariff acts and all former tariff bills here
tofore enacted, all of which have vitally affected the grower of 
cotton or the operative or manufachuer. 

The district which honors me with its confidence contains 
more than one-fourth of all the cotton spindles in the United 
States, and the city of Fall Rh·er, Mass., where I reside, has 
more than one-seventh of all the cotton spindles in the country. 

Nearly 70,000 persons are directly employed in the cotton mills 
of the district. The question of their employment and wages is 
not only of importance to themselves and their families, but it 
affects the farmers of the surrounding counh-y, who obtain their 
sustenance by selling the products of their labor. 

When the former bill was considered in the House of Repre
sentati\es many questions were propounded to the gentleman 
from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD], the chairman of the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

'These he answe:r:ed in a :flippant manner, which I am sure 
would not have been applauded by the operatives in the cotton 
mills, but which had the approval of his partisan colleagues. 

Nearly every one of these operatives in the cotton mills of 
New England know what it costs to make a yard of cloth, and 
they are also familiar with the selling price of the product. If 
the Members of this honorable body had the same amount of 
information, they would be a little more careful than they now 
are about tlu·owing open the American market to the competi
tion of the lower priced labor and t.1e less cost of production, 
because of the less amount of capital invested by the foreign 
manufacturer in the construction of a similar manufacturing 
plant, in many of the countries on the other side of the Atlantic 
Ocean or in the oriental countries across the Pacific Ocean. 

Who is calling for the reduction of the tariff on cotton goods? 
I will answer, the free trader. His love of country is based 
upon the narrow idea of procuring whatever he needs for his 
comfort, luxury, or necessity in the cheapest market. He 
thinks not of employment for his fellow men: He can not see 
beyond himself. He is the best representative ·of sordid selfish
ness. The golden rule is not one of his cardinal precepts. · 

Does anyone in his right mind believe that a single person 
employed in a cotton manufacturing plant is complaining of the 
high price of the product of his labor? They realize that the 
market price of the product of their labor is but slightly above 
the cost of production. They know that if the theories of the 
Democratic Party are put into practice the result will be that 
goods will be manufactured abroad, and as a consequence they 
know that every yard of goods manufactured abroad will take 
the place of the products of Ameriean labor. 

Neither the mill operative, the manufacturer, or the laborer 
is calling for a reduction of the tariff on cotton goods. There
fore we can conclude that the nonproducer is the element in 
society which is calling the loudest for a reduction of tariff 
duties on cotton goods. 

The laboring and producing members of the body politic can 
not agree to a reduction of duties when they know that it would 
result in providing more employment for mill operatives in 
Great Britain, Continental Europe, India, Japa:a, or China, and 
no al'gument put forth by gentlemen on the other side of the 
aisle regarding the cheapness with which goods can be produced 
abroad and the advantage it would be to have the tariff reduced 
so that these productions of foreign capital and foreign labor 
can be more readily brought into competition with the capital 
and laborers employed in the cotton mills of this country will 
be accepted as logical. - · 

/ 
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Past experience bas demonstrated every time this antiquated 
method of producing prosperity has been put in practice by the 
unwise legislation of the Democratic Party that it brings dis
aster and ruin to the cotton indu try, and distress, lack of em
ployment, and deprivation of the comforts of life to the mill 
operative and his family. 

I am opposed to all such theories, as the Democratic Party 
by proposing such legislation endeavors to foist upon the peo
ple, because it can benefit no one; but on the other hand it 
means disaster to the capitalist and distress and ruin to the 
operative. 

As it would take a way the purchasing power of both of the 
parties I have alluded to, each of whom are dependent upon 
the prosperity of the other, it would have a far-reaching in
fluence upon every other industry in the United States. 

We have indications of great crops of every kind to be pro
duced by the American farmer. 

E\ery citizen of the United States is vitally interested in the 
production of the necessities of life. · I would assume that no 
American with a spark of patriotism in his soul would de
sire that the producer of raw cotton should be compelled to sell 
the product of his investment and labor at a price below the 
cost of production. 

In fact, I believe that it is a sound business proposition that 
labor and capital should find adequate compensation. Cotton 
is distinctively an American product, which is practically with
out competition from abroad. It has puzzled my brain to 
understand why the Democratic majority in this House, ·when 
to that cotton is added the cost of erecting a factory building 
and equipping the same with machinery, there should be a de
termined and insistent demand that the product of that added 
labor and capital should be subjected to competition from 
abroad. . 

This is an unexplainable mystery, which the American \Oter 
will be interested to have explained without equivocation in the 
coming national campaign by the Democratic orators at the 
same time that they are whining because President Taft 
vetoes their ill-considered and carelessly prepared legislation 
which they send to him not with the purpose of having the 
same enacted into law, but with the intention of putting the 
President "into a hole." 

My colleague from Connecticut [Mr. IlrLL], a single member 
of the Republican minority of the ·ways and l\Ieans Committee, 
pre ented a bill which was supported by nearly all of the 
minority :Members present in the House .. 

The gentleman from Connecticut is able and distinguished. 
He was for many years a successful woolen manufacturer. 

There is a vast difference between the manufactures of cotton 
and that of wool. I would coincide quite fully with his views 
on the wool industry, but I could not coincide with his conclu
sions on tlle cotton industry. Therefore I voted against the bill 
presented by Mr. HILL, as I did against the bill rf'ported by l\Ir. 
UNDERWOOD, the chairm:rn of the Committee on Ways · and Means. 

Neither of them, in my judgment, were accorded sufficient 
consideration or hearing before the Committee on Ways and 
Means-the most important committee of the House of Repre
sen ta tirns. 

The Democratic Party were in full control of the Goyernment 
from March 4, 1 53, to l\Iarch 4, 1861. 

After that period they were sometimes in control of the 
House and sometimes in the conh'ol of the Senate. They have 
been twice intrusted with the office of President, and during 
the essions of the F'ifty-fonrth Congress they controlled the 

. Senate and House in addition to the Presidency. 
Their record of constructive legislation is practicallY. unknown 

to the present genera ti on. 
During the year 1009 more than $10,000,000 additional capital 

was invested in the fine yarn and fine goods industry in the city 
of New Bedford, and more than . '6,000,000 was invested in that 
city during the year 1910. Sixteen mills in number were added 
to the number that the city formerly contained. · They use the 
finer grades of sea-island and Egyptian cotton and the better 
grades of American cotton, and their product is very largely 
of the quality heretofore imported. The reduction of the tariff 
proposed in this bill will cause a much greater quantity of 
similar products to pass the customhouses and enter into active 

. and se\'"ere competition with the individuals who· have massed 
their contributians in taking stock in the various corporations 
which have been organized to promote and extend this important 
industry. 

During the past 10 years the city of New Bedford increased 
-in population 54.6 per cent and now contains more than 100,000 
people~ 

No adequate reason for the vicious attack made upon the 
principal industry of this thriving community by the proposed 

bill has been advanced, nor is ther e· any valid reason why- the 
special industry lo-cated in the district which I have the honor 
to represent should be called upon to meet the great burden 
proposed to be inflicted upon it by the radical conditions con
tained in the bill presented in this House, and which it is pro
posed to enact into law as far as this House can, by a decree of 
the caucus of the Democratic Party, without granting a hearing 
to either the owners of the mills or the operatives who earn 
their daily bread by the sweat of their brow . 

Before the special session of the Congress had been called 
after the adjournment of the last session of the Sixty-fir t Con
gress, during conversation which took place between myself 
a~d a leading cotton manufacturer of fine goods of my own 
CI~y, he related to me an interesting l'act, which I desire to 
brmg to the attention of the Members of the House. . 

He stated a short time previously he had made up a grade of 
go?ds that he thought he could find a ready market for at the 
price of St cents per yard. He placed the samples in the hands 
of his New York brokers, but owing to the depressed condition 
of 'the co.tton industry no buyer could be found. He therefore 
placed the samples with a Boston broker, who received an offer 
of 8-1 cents per yard. This offer was finally accepted. 

After filling the first order and· the same being duplicated 
and further d~and seeming in prospect, the manufacturer 
stated that he Journeyed to Boston and \i ited the large de
partment store which had purchased the goods and sauntered 
around the great establishment until he arriveu in _that portion 
of the store where the goods were being sofd to the consumer, 
and he found that the customers were buying these goods which 
he had sold at 8;} cents at 25 cents per yard. 

Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle 
desire .to . benefit the consumer by the legislation which they 
enact, It Is \ery clear to my mind, as I doubt not it is to yom·s 
and to the minds of those who listen to me to-day, that the point 
of attack sh?uld not be at the customhouse, but at some point 
to be determmed by careful study and deliberation of the condi
tions which prevail between the manufacturer and the ultimate 
consumer, · 

The great advance and growth of the cotton-manufacturin.,. 
industry in the Southern States is but a natural and welcom~ 
feature of the prosperity of the Nation itself. The northern 
manufacturer welcomes this new factor in the Nation' life. · 
They recognize that the more modern factories and the former 
abundance of native help were advantages which, added to the 
close proximity to the raw material, were important factors in 
the competitive line of production to which they were compelled 
to adapt themselves. 

The South has produced very largely the coarser grades of 
yarn and cloth. With the lapse of time and the benefit of ex
perience and improvements in methods and machinery, the south
ern manufacturer at this time is seeking to produce the finer 
grades of yarn and cloth; but this condition arouses no feeling 
of indignation or dissatisfaction with their northern competitors. 

The competition of the foreign manufacturer, who is not bound 
by American -regulations, American standards of living, Ameri
can wages, nor hampered by the larger capital required to 
construct and maintain his plant, is the competition to which 
neither the northern.nor southern manufacturer have heretofore 
been subjected; and by the granting of redutcions at the cus
tomhouse to the foreign manufacturers, who have long sought 
the American market-the best market in the world-the pro
visions of the pending bill will make it a great deal easier for 
them to flood the American market with the products of their 
capital and labor to the detriment of American indush·ies and 
American labor. 

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts, realizing that education 
has been one of the greatest factors in its advancement to the 
higher standards of excellence since the Pilgrim Fathers nearly 
300 years ago landed on Plymouth Rock, several years ago en
tered upon the policy of establishing textile schools, in order 
that the rising generation might be the better equipped with the 
requisite knowledge in the production of higher grades of textile 
manufacturing. Builders of modern, improved machinery con
tributed liberally to each of three textile schools established in 
that Commonwealth. The State appropriated the money neces
sary for their construction, and the city of Lowell, where my col
league, Representative BUTLER AMES, resides, and the cities of 
Fall River and New Bedford, in the congre sional district which 
I have the honor to represent, cooperated with the State in pro
viding money for their maintenance in order to provide for the 
free education of its people. 

The purpose of ·this higher education was to equip with ex
perimental knowledge the rising generations, in order that they 
might produce the higher grades of textile manufacture in 
America, instead of buying the same abroad. No foreign ruanu-
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facturer contributes to this enterprise, but by the provisions of 
the pending bill the foreign manufacturer finds encouragement 
at American customhouSes to neutralize the efforts of the Com
monwealth of Massachusetts to improve its methods of textile 
manufactures and advance the interests of its citizens. I am 
one of the trustees of the textile school in Fall River and was 
the first signer of the petition for its establishment. 

· In the matter of hours of labor in the cotton manufacturing 
establishments Massachusetts takes the foremost rank. They 
were the first to enact the 10-hour law. By acts of legislation 
since that time they have reduced the hours of labor to 58 
hours and to 56 hours, and the Legislature of Massachusetts, 
at its session for 1911, enacted the 54-hour law for cotton opera
tives, nnd it went into effect January 1, 1912. 

Massachusetts has now a Democratic governor, but the Repub
lican Party has always had a majority in its legislature since · 
the party was formed in 1854, a period of 58 years. 

Massachusetts is a manufacturing State. She produces none 
of the raw materials w.bich her artisans, mechanics, and opera
tives by their labor, skill, and intelligence prepare for the use 
of the American .people. She does not want the pending bill 
enacted into law. 

If I were to be governed wholly by political considerations, I 
would gladly welcome the passage of the pending bill. But, 
Mr. Speaker, viewing the proposition upon the broader lines 
which should govern a subject of such great importance, I 
sincerely hope the bill may not be enacted into law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. FINLEY]. 

l\1r. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the Dingley law as passed by the 
Re1m b1ican Party in 1897 remained in force for 12 years, which 
was a longer existence than had been accorded to any other tariff 
act in the history of this country. For 10 years after the pas
sage of this law the Republican Party confidently claimed that 
the country was prosperous as the result of this act. Yet a short 
study of the facts will show that prosperity resulted in spite of 
the Dingley Act, and not because of it. An exactly similar wave 
of prosperity followed the tariff act of 1846, which was passed 
by the Democrats and coL.tinued in force for 11 years, making 
it second to the Dingley Act in point of duration. _ This period !.s 
commonly spoken of as the free-trade era, though this act di:l 
no more than apply the principle of tariff for revenue on an 
ad rnlorem basis. During this period the country enjoyed a 
long era of prosperity, and this being the case, the tariff re
mained untouched, for the country was involved in a discussion 
of slavery and weightier questions were at issue. An exactly 
similar state of affairs explains the long continuance of the 
Dingley Act. The country, owing to internal conditions, pros
pered in spite of this law, and centered its attention upon the 
problem of dealing with great h·ust combinations, destined to be 
the great question of the. twentieth century. These trusts owed 
their existence in a large measure to the high-protective tariff, 
hence after 10 years, prompted by the business complications 
resulting in the panic of 1907, the tariff came in for its sh!l.re 
of attention and its revision was demanded by the American 
people as a step in the curbing of the trusts. 

The Republican1 Party, having become conscious of the tren1. 
of public opinion, and of the general demand throughout the 
country for a reduction in tariff duties, went before the people 
in the campaign of 1908 with a promise of downward revision 
They made the campaign solely on this issue, and the people of 
this country, relying on their promise of downward revision, 
returned the Republican Party to power. 

On March 15, 1909, President Taft called an extraordinary 
session of Congress for the purpose of revising the tariff. The 
tariff was revised, but the Republican Party, unable to break 
away from the habits of a lifetime, again revised the tariff, 
not in the interests of the people whom they had been placed in 
power to serve, but in the interests of the great trusts of this 
country, to whom their first allegiance has always been given. 
As a result, the average ad valorem rate of duty on dutiable 
imports amounted in 1911 under the Payne-Aldrich Act to 
41.22 per cent as compared with 44.16 ·per cent in 1905 under 
the Dingley Act. Because of the prohibitive rates of duty 
which exist on many articles in the present tariff act making 
it impossible for imports to ·come in, the average of 41.22 
per cent in 1911 is below the average rate of duty assessed in 
the act. In the campaign of 1910 the Republican Party went 
before the people with this tariff as the fulfillment of its pledges 
to re-vise downward, and the results of that election show the 
appreciation felt by the people of this country for the way in 
which the Republican Party had broken faith with them. A 
Republican majority of 45 in the House of Representatives i.a 

the Sixty-first Congress was changed to a Democratic majority 
of 68 in the Sixty-second Congress. The voice of the people had 
spoken, and in unmistakable terms it demanded lower tarifr 
duties levied in the interests of the people of this country and 
not in the interests of predatory wealth. 

Government is and has always been merely the organized 
form of the state through which the general will is expressed. 
The state; by which is meant the people of the entire country, 
and which is only another expression for the national conscious
ness, subject always to the limitations of the Constitution, is the 
supreme power, and when its will is clearly indicated it must 
be carried out. Government is only the mechanism for execut
ing the will of the people, and that government best performs 
its functions which most nearly expresses the General Will, 
clearly and intelligently indicated. Of all the governments 
which have been evolved in the history of the world the Ameri
can Government most nearly reaches perfection in this respect. 
It most nearly approaches man's ideal of a true democracy, 
and over the earlier democracies of the world it possesses the 
added advantage of certain checks, of which the chief bulwark 
is the Constitution, insuring stability to this Government and 
protecting the people from hasty and ill-advised changes in the 
fundamental principles of the Government. Once in two years 
the people of this country are given the opportunity of saying 
whether their will is being expressed by the manner in which 
the party in power is conducting the Government. Two years 
ago they showed in unmistakable terms their disapproval of the 
work of the Republican Party -and of its policy, which has 
always been to levy tariff duties, not primarily for the support 
of this Government, but for the protection of the great cor
porations, with revenue for the Government as only an inci-
dental factor. · 

The Democratic Party was restored to power in the House 
of Representatives on the promise that gradual reductions 
should be made and the tariff restored again to a basis of 
revenue. In compliance with these promises that party has 
proceeded to make a reduction in the schedules of the tariff 
to a point where they will give no · unnecessary taxation while 
still yielding an income adequate for the support of the Gov
erllllent. The Democratic Party has never stood for free 
trade; it has always maintained that tariff duties for revenue 
should be imposed, and inciclentally, of course, some protection 
will always follow. It has not held, however, as bas the 
Republican Party, that protection should be the essential fea
ture with revenue for the Government as only an inddental 
factor. It was Francis Lieber, une of the greatest political 
economists this country has ever seen, who, in speaking of duty 
in its higher sense, enunciated this maxim, " No right without 
its duty, no duty without its right." The latter part of this 
maxim, if we may be allowed to take duty in its tariff sense, 
may be said to well express the attitude of the Democratic 
Party toward the levying of tariff duties. No duty should be 
levied unless Congress has an absolute right to impose it, and 
the only right given Congress for levying any tariff duty is 
to provide sufficient revenue for the support of the Govern
ment. This principle is enunciated in the words of that great 
Democrat, Andrew Jackson, whom I quote with especial pride 
because he was born in the district which I have the honor of 
representing in this House. In his farewell message he said: 

There is perhaps no one of the powers c<>nferred on the Federal 
Government so liable to abuse as the taxing power. The most pro
ductive and convenien t .sources of revenue were necessarily given to it, 
that it might be able to perform the most important duties imposed 
upon. it; and the taxes which it lays upon commerce being concealed 
from the real payer in the price of the article do not so readily attract 
the attention of the people as smaller sums demanded from them di
rectly by the tax gath erer. But the taxes imposed on goods enhances 
by so much the price of the commodity to the consumer. and as many 
of the e duties are imposed. on articles of necessity which are daily 
used by the great body of the people, the money raised by these imposts 
is drawn from theit pockets. Congress has no right under the Con
stitution to take money from the people unless it is required to 
execute some one of the specific powers intrusted to the Government ; 
and if they raise more than is necessary for such purpose.s it is an 
abuse of the power of taxation, both unjust and oppressive. It may, 
indeed, happen that the revenue will sometimes exceed the amount 
anticipated when the taxes were laid. When, however, this is ascer
tained it is easy to reduce them ; and in suci;l. case it is unquestionably 
the duty of the Government to reduce tliem, for no circumstance 
can Justify it in assuming a power not given to it by the Constitution, 
nor m taking away the money of the people when it is not needed for 
the legitimate wants of the Government. 

In these words are found a true statement of Democratic 
principles. The Democratic Party has remained true to its 
standards, and to-day stands as the champion of llie great rnM'S 
of the citizens of this Republic, advocating, as regards Loth the 
humblest citizen and the greatest corporation, equal ri• ... ht nud 
equal privileges. The words of Jackson are r eechoed ill the 
latest platform of the Democratic Party, as well as the plat
form of :\.908, upon which that party was restored to power in 
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the House of R~presentatives, and from which I quote the fol~ 
lowing plank : · 

We favor immediate revision of the tariff by the reduction of import 
duties. Al'ticles entering into competition with trust-controlled prod
ucts should be placed upon the free list, and material reductions should 
be made in the tariff upon the necessities of life, especially upon 
articles competing with such American manufactures as are sold 
abl'Oad more cheaply than at borne, and gradual reductions should be 
made in sucli other schedules as may be necessary to restore the tarifr 
to a revenue basis. 
Imm~diately upon the convening of Congress in .April, 1911, 

the Democrats of the House of Representatives proceeded to a 
fulfillment of these pledges. Tariff bills were passed by the 
House so just and beneficial in their provisions that not even 
a Republican Senate dared to stop their passage, and but for 
the hasty vetoes of a Republican President would have resulted 
in Jaws of untold benefit to this country. 

The first bill passed by the Sixty-second Congress was the 
farmers' free list, which removed all tariff duties from agri
cultural implements, leather, boots and shoes, cotton ties, cotton 

.bagging, lumber, meat, flour, food preparations, saddles and 
harness, salt, fence wire, and sewing machines. The estimated 
total value of these articles consumed in this counh·y per an
num is $2,760,000,000. 1.rhe tariff rate on them ranged under 
the Payne-Aldrich law from 7 per cent to 51 per cent, or an 
average of about 18.75 per cent on the entire group. Now, as
suming that the rate of tariff duty is 50 per cent effective in 
increasing prices to the consumer, the estimated saving to the 
consumers of this country from. putting these articles on the free 
list would have amounted to $390,000,000 in a 12-months' period. 
This saving would have been directly felt, especially by the 
poorer people of the country, for the articles from which it was 
proposed to remove tariff duties are all among the first neces
sities of life. The President, although elected upon a platform 
promising reduction in tariff duties and of the cost of living, at 
once vetoed the Underwood bill, giving as a pretext that he 
had not yet heard from his so-called Tariff Board, and therefore 
any tariff revision made by the Democrats was unreliable. 

No Tariff Board report or the report of any other board is 
necessary to show that tariff duties should be removecl from the 
articles included in this bi1l. .Agricultural implements, so neces
sary to the great farming class, which is the backbone and 
future hope of this country, are taxed so heavily that a complete 
monopoly is given to the Harvester Trust, and the farmer is 
forced to pay whatever price that trust demands. In fact, the 
protection given this trust is so high that the cost of trans
portation can be paid on .American-made machines and they 
may still be sold abroad, with profit, at a lower price than they 
are sold at home. The same thing is true of sewing machines, 
which are as much a necessity to the .American household as 
are agricultural implements to the farmer. When the Payne
Aldrich tariff bill was before Congiess manufacturer~ of boots 
and shoes declared that if hides were put upon the free list they 
could manufacture boots and shoes in competition with the 
world. In the Underwood bill hides have been put upon the 
free list, and there is therefore no reason why protection should 
be granted to manufacturers of boots and shoes. l\Ieats, flour, 
timber, salt, cement, and lime are among the first necessities 
of life to all the 92,000,000 people of this country, and any 
protective duty placed upon them only raises the cost of living 
for those who can least afford to pay it. 

This country has become an exporting rather than an Im
porting country as regards these articles, and there can be 
no excuse, therefore, even from a protective standpoint, for 
keeping them on the tax list. To illustrate, our production of 
agricultm·al implements amounts to almost $111,000,000 per 
annum, our exports of them to over $25,000,000, and our im
ports to le s than 170,000. Again, in the case of fresh and 
preserved meats our production is valued at approximately 
$ 00,000.000, of which we export about $150,000,000 and import 
about $500,000. 

In view of facts such as these it is evident that tariff duties on 
the above-named articles bring to the Government a minimum 
amount of revenue. Yet the policy of the Republican Party is 
to maintain a high · duty on these articles, although it results 
in little l>enefit to the Government and in great hardship to the 
consumers. The Democratic platform, on the other hand, de
clares sp~ifically that it favors the placing upon the free list 
of trust-controlled products and material reductions in the 
tariff duties upon the necessities of life. The free-list bill 
as passed by the Democrats of this House and by the Senate was 
in full compliance with this declaration, and, as was said above, 
had it become law it is estimated that the saving to the .Ame:r.
ican consumer would have been over $390,000,00-0 per annum. 

The next ]Jill passed by the Democrats of the House was one 
reducing the duties on wool. The tariff duties on wooL as con, 
tained in Schedule K of the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill were de-

clared by President Taft himself in his Winona speech in 1910 
as being " indefensible." 

In this schedule as now constituted under the Payne bill 
the Republican principle of protection finds a more complete 
expression than in any other schedule of the tariff. On woolen 
goods, which after food are among the first necessities of life 
for all the people of this country, a tax was placed by the Repub
lican Party which was almost prohibitive. The ad valorem 
tariff rate on imported woolen manufactures for 1910 was 
90.1~ per cent, being the highest rate imposed by the Payne: 
.Aldrich law. Such a rate is not designed to obtain revenue for 
the Government, for by its very nature it is so prohibiti>e as 
to yield very little revenue. It is levied in the interest of the 
woolen manufacturers, and in effect gives them complete control 
over the woolen trade in .America. 

In 1909 we imported $18,102,416 of woolen man·ufaci.ures as 
against a production at home of $514,732,000. At the same time 
the wool.en manufactures which we exported amou11ted to only 
the nominal sum of $1,971,739, thus showing whnt a complete 
contr?l of the .American woolen market ' has been given to the 
.Amencan woolen manufacturers. Yet such a ~tate of affn.irs 
is ii: accor~ance with the avowed Republican· principle of pro
tection, which holds, as announced in its 1908 platform-
t!iat the true pri?ciple of protection is best maintained by the imposi
tion of. such duties ::tS will equal the difference between the cost of 
produ.ctJon at ho~e and abroad, together with a reasonable prnfit to 
American industnes. 

· I~ accordance als? with the Republican idea to insure pro
tect10n to the .Amencan manufacturers, the manufacturer hlm
self was allow.ed to state to the Ways and Means Committee 
what was the difference between the cost of production at 
home and ~broad, and his statements were blindly followed by 
the Republicans and the rates fixed in accordance with them. 
That persons so vitally interested in the result should haYe been 
allow~d to testify at all seems surprising, and the inaccuracy 
of their statements, upon which the schedule was based, ca.n not 
be a matter of wonder. These manufacturers declared with 
much insistence that to maintain "the true principle" of pro
tection the duties must be kept very high, if not higher than 
they were before. As a further proof that the prosperity of 
the country depended upon the maintenance of such high duties, 
~ey declared that otherwise they could not afford to pay such 
high wages as at present, and the workingman would suffer. 
It was the old cry which has been raised so often, that to com
pete with cheap foreign labor the manufacturer must ha >e pro
tection if he is to pay the present high wages. Prof. Taussig 
exposes this fallacy in his Tariff History of the United States, 
page 365, from which is quoted the following extract: 

One of the most familiar facts of industry, though one most commonly 
forgotten in the protective controversy, is that high wages do not 
necessarily mean high prices of things produced. When labor is 
effective high wages and low prices go together. The truth is that 
high general level of real wages is the outcome of high general efficiency 
of labor. Given such efficiency it would continue, tariff or no tariff. 

In his speech of June 17, 1911, in this House, Mr. REDFIELD 
gives facts which clearly bear out these observations of Prof. 
Tr.ussig and proye that because of the efficiency of the Ameri
can workman high wages will continue to be paicl aud can 
afford to be, nor will high prices necessarily follow. Indeed, low 
prices result or e1se our .American manufactur~s could not afford 
to pay the high wages demanded by .American laborers at home 
and yet sell goods in foreign countries, in competition with for
eign labor, as many .American concerns certainly do. All this 
goes to prove the inaccuracy of the statements made by manu
facturers upon which the woolen schedule rates were based. 

The Underwood bill, as passed by the Democrats, reduced the 
duty on raw wool from an equivalent ad valorem duty of 42.20 
per cent in 1911 to an ad valorem rate of 20 per cent, and on 
manufactures of wool from an equivalent ad valorem rate of 
87.65 per cent in 1911 to 42.55 per cent. .Another change pro
vided by the bill was the substitution of ad valorem duties for 
the combination of specific and ad valorem duties, which make 
the interpretation of the Payne-Aldrich bill impossible by any 
except a Government expert. The President, however, chose to 
veto this bill also, and the woolen trusts were allowed to fur
ther enrich themselves at the expense of the consumers in this 
country . 

.At the present session of Congress the report of the Presi- · 
dent's Tariff Board, on which he placed so much reliance, "\\as 
submitted to the House of Represent::tti>es. 

It was carefully analyzed by the Democrats, but was found to 
contain no informn.tion which justified the Democrats in chang
ing the woolen bill as passed at the, last session. Not even the 
Republicans can agree on what the report of the Tariff Board 
means, or what would be a fair rate, in accordance with the 
so-called scientific information. This grows out of the imprac
ticability -of the theory of the President and his party of at-

.· 
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tempting to ascertain the difference in cost of production here 
and abroad. Had the President chosen to aid the Democrats 
in their- efforts to serve the country by passing the woolen bill 
of last session over $50,000,000 in the past 12 months would 
have been left in the hands of the American people. Such, 
however, would not be in accordance with the avowed Repub

_lican program of protection for the trusts. 
·The next schedule which the Democrats undertook to revise at 

the last session of Congress was the cotton schedule~ Under 
the Payne-Aldrich law an equivalent ad valorem duty of 47.05 
per cent dnring 1911 was imposed on all cotton manufactures. 
The Democrats vassed a bill through the House reducing the 
duties to an average of 27.06 per cent, but the presidential veto 
was again evoked to prevent the enactment of this measure into 
law. On l\larch 26, 1912, the President sent a message to Con
gress with which he submitted a report of the Tariff Board on 
the cotton schedule. .As with the wool report of the Tariff 
Board, the Democrats very carefully analyzed the cotton data 
thus submitted with a view to checking up the results of their 
work of last summer on the cotton schedule. No reason was 
found for changing the rates of duty already fixed by the 
Democrats, and the cotton bill of last session was again intro
duced during the present session of Congress. As a matter of 
experiment, a Republican Member, under the guidance of the 
light shed by the Tariff Board's report, worked out a revision 
of the cotton schedule in accordunce with the facts given in this 
report. As a result. the bill evolved by him is made to im
pose a duty within 2 per cent of the duty imposed under the 
Democratic bill of last session. It is certainly worthy of note 
that the Democrats, having access to the same information as 
had the Republicans in 1909, produced a bill levying a duty 
within 2 per cent of the rate recommended by the Tariff Board's 
report, while the Ilepublicans, in 1909, evolved a bill levying 
a duty so far in excess of a justifiable rate. 

At the present session of Congress the Democrats passed a 
bill reducing the duty on metals and the manufactures of 
metals from an average ad valorem rate in 1911 of 32.03 per 
cent under the Payne-Aldrich law to 22.42 per cent. The 
United States Steel Corporation, wiLh its net earnings of a 
billion dollars in 10 years, is one of the most appalling examples 
of the giant growths that have sprung up under the Republican 
policy of high protection. No one is more interested in the 
prosperity of this country or in the growth of its commercial 
and manufacturing interests than is the Dem6cratic Party, for 
in this age a country's greatn_ess is, to a large extent, measured 
by its comme.rcial supremacy. When, however, the growth of 
the corporate interests of a country is at the expense of the 
great mass of its citizens and works for the benefit, not of the 
people of the country, but of a small body of capitalists, then 
the further growth of such a corporation should not be aided 
by undue advantage given it by the Government under the 
guise of tariff laws. The United States Steel Corporation at 
the present time is in active competition with all the world in 
the .manufactures of metals, and by such great steel manufac
turers as Carnegie, Schwab, and Gary, it has been admitted 
that iron and steel products may be manufactured in this 
country as cheaply as anywhere in the world. The surplus 
products of the United States Steel Corporation are sold abroad 
in active competition with the markets of the world, and I 
contend that it is the duty of this Government not to promote 
a state of affairs where the foreigner and not the American 
citizen enjoys the advantages accruing from the marketing of 
this surplus production. 

In the chemical schedule the Democrats reduced the duties 
from an average ad >alorem rate in 1911 of 25.72 per cent, 
under the Payne-Aldrich law, to 16.66 per cent. This schedule 
was revised on a strictly revenue basis, reducing the duties on 
articles of general use, as medicine, chemicals, and dyestuff 
used in the wool, cotton, and paper · industries, and placing the 
burden of raising the revenue on those industries most capable 
of supporting it. 

Sugar . has been placed by the Democrats on the free list. 
This bill will directly affect every household in this country by 
removing the heavy tax on an article of absolute necessity. 
Should the free-sugar bill proposed by the Democrats become 
law, fully $115,000,000 annually, which the people of this coun
try now pay to the Sugar Trust, will be saved. To make good 
the loss of $53,000,000 in revenue from placing sugar on the 
free list tha Democrats propose to raise sutncient revenue by 
an excise tax, which will ex.tend the corporatio:1 tux Su as to 
bring under it individuals, firms, and copartnerships, and will 
place the burden of taxation on those most able to bear it. 

Such has been the constructive tariff legislation which the 
Democratic Party has tried to enact into law in accordance with 
the promise whereby it was restored to power in this House. 

The tariff revision that has been proposed has been honest and 
made in the full conviction that it will result in benefit to the 
great mass of citizens of this Republic. The issue between the 
Democratic and the Republican Parties is clear. The policy of 
the Republican Party is to place on all articles manufactured 
in this country a tariff so high that the manufacturer wi11 be 
protected from all outside competition. As a result a majority 
of the necessities of life (such as clothing, sugar, farming 
implements, sewing machines, and many other articles too 
numerous to mention) can be purchased in foreign countries at 
from 25 per cent to 100 per cent cheaper than they can 'be bought 
in the United States. From a tax on such goods the Government 
derives very little revenue, for the manufacture of practically 
an such articles is controlled by the trusts and the high pro
tective tariff gives them a complete monopoly of the American 
market. 

To illustrate, take the Steel Trust, the Har"\"'"ester Trust, and 
the Meat Trust, to whom such protection is given by the law 
that they are enabled to charge the American consumer exor
bitant and 'Unreasonable prices for their products. From this 
high-protective tax maintained on their products practically 
no revenue goes in the Treasury of the United States, but a 
great deal of revenue does go into the pockets of these trusts. 
The revenue raised by tariff. taxes annually amounts to a little 
more than $330,000,000. For the money that is raised in thi'3 
w~y for the support of the Government it is estimated that 
under the Republican tariff laws there is · taken out of the 
pockets of the American consumer ancl given to the trusts more 
than two thousand million dollars, not one cent of which goes 
into the National Treasury. 

Will the American people longer consent to be robbed in this 
way by Republican tariff laws, framed for the protection of the 
trusts of this country? The fight is on now, and I believe that 
in November the people of this country will assert their right 
to have the laws administered for their benefit, and will place 
the Democratic Party in full control of this Government. Since 
the Democrats came into power in the House of Representatives 
on the 4th of March, 1911, a Republican President and a Re
publican Senate have blocked the efforts of the Democrats to 
give relief to ~he people, but the time is near at hand when these 
obstacles will be removed. 

In its convention at Baltimore the Democratic Party adopted 
a sane and truly progressive platform, and in it the wishes of 
the people of this country find complete expression. .As candi
dates for President and Vice President, Democracy has nomi
nated men whose splendid character, brilliant attainments, high 
order of statesmanship, and exalted patriotism are exemplified 
in both their public and private lives. Next November, by 
larger majorities than any Democratic nominees have received 
in the last 90 years, the people of this country will elect to the 
presidency, Woodrow Wilson, scholar, patriot, and statesman, 
and will place in the vice presidential chair that splendid type 
of American manhood, Indiana's fa"\Torite son, Thomas R. Mar
shall. These men on whom Democracy's choice has fallen, have 
made good abundantly in the offices they now hold as governor 
of their respective States. The American people in November 
will cnll them to .higher stations and wider fie1ds, confident that 
in the offices of President and Vice President the welfare of all 
the people, the prosperity of the whole country, and the per
petuity of its institutions will be safe in their hands. [Ap-
plause.] · 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] use the balance of his time? 

l\Ir. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 

York [Mr. PAYNE] has 20 minutes remaining, and the gentle
man from Alabama has 1 hour and 22 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to say anything 
on this subject this afternoon, inasmuch as I have talked so 
much abont cotton, but still there are a few matters to which 
I wish to allude. The Tariff Board did not have time to send 
experts abroad to get the cost there in the thorough manner 
which they did upon the wool schedule, and hence the cost 
abroad does not appear in the board's report. They have, 
however, an exhaustive statement as to the prices abroad and 
the prices here, and an exhaustive and conclusive statement 
as to the c0st in the factories in the United States. These are 
the facts upon which a bill must be based in the present tariff 
report. 

I am ll')t able to agree entirely with the gentleman from 
Connecticut [1\fr. Hrr.L] as to his conclusions concerning the bill 
which he .Wtroduces here. It is a much better bill th:m the 
bill presented by the majority of the committee, and for that 
reason I shall yield to the gentleman to make such motion as 
he desires in connection with it, and shall also vote ~o sub-
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stitute it for the Underwood bill, reserving, however, to my
self the priYilege, if that report is ever completed by an in
ve tigatiou abroad, to act in accordance with the facts that 
then shall appear in the Tariff Board report. 

The gentleman - speaks of the duty placed upon mercerized 
goods under the present law; as he said upon mercerized man
ufactured goods we arri,ed at the duty from the statement of 
an old Member of the House, who had been for many years 
engaged in the cotton-goods industry, but who had been out of 
the business for several years at the time he made his state
ment. Later, when the matter came up before the conference 
committee, I found out to my satisfaction that we were misled 
about the difference in cost. The process of mercerization costs 
no more here than it does abroad. There is, however; some 
shrinkage in the weight and also in the measurement of the 
goods in going through the process of mercerization, and some 
duty was nece sary in order to make up for the difference in 
the specific duties on those goods where they were based either 
upon the yard measure or upon the weight of the ~oods. But 
that was a small duty, and if there had been any amendment 
pending I should have exerted myself to have eliminated the 
duty on mercerized goods in the yard. 

The mercerized process in yarn also costs no more here than 
abroad. It costs exactly the same, according to information I 
then obtained, and which is confirmed by the information ob
tained by the Tariff Board. But the duty on yarn in that 
bill was based on the 100-yard measurement, and I found in 
the process of mercerization that the length and weight of the 
yarn, the weight particularly, shrank 4 or 5 per cent. The 
Senate had put on a greater duty than that through misin
formation, nnd I succeeded in putting it down to the exact 
difference according to the weight of the yarn, and I have no 
apology for the duty on the mercerization of yarn. 

In the bill offered by the gentleman_ from Connecticut [l\Ir. 
HILL] and in the bill offered by the committee there is some 
discrimination in favor of mercerization, perhaps not to so great 
an extent, because the duty is the same per cent ad valorem on 
cloths in the gray and the mercerized cloth, and the difference 
in the yalue makes up the difference in the duty, which is equal 
to the shrinkage in the cloth. There is no advantage in either 
of these bills over the present law on that question. 

An interesting subject for inyestigation at the time we made 
the present tariff law was the question of children's and wo
men's hosiery, which got to be a national question, starting 
out of the countingroom of a department store in the city of 
Chicago, and advertised in the editorials of the Chicago papers, 
and it seemed as if the independence and hosiery, especially 
of the female sex were all bound up with what we proposed to 
do with children's and women's hose of a certain class. 

We have accurate information, Mr. Speaker, as to the cost 
here and the cost abroad. We acted upon exact information, 
and we placed . the additional duty on children's and women's 
stocking hose, and the women and children are all wearing 
hose to-day at the same retail price per pair, or per dozen 
pairs, under the schedule where we placed them in the present 
law, and they are happy. And there are thousands of young 
women, some of whom came here--young ladies who would 
grace any parlor in the land-to ask us to put on a little duty 
and start up the stocking mills. We did this, and we started 
the mills, and the girls are happy. And the women who came 
down here representing the department stores of Chicago are 
happy. And there is no one who feels any the worse for it 
except merchants in Chicago who are manufacturing stock
ings abroad and have to pay a little more duty to get them in 
here than they did before. 

Now, what I object to in Mr. Hrr,L's bill is that he did not 
preserve that duty according to the present law and not go into 
any ad valorem duty, however high it may be, and subject those 
mills to the tender mercies of the guilty consciences of those im
porters of stockings in this country who run the department 
stores and are not satisfied with getting retail and wholesale 
profits, but demand also the profits on undervaluations in 
getting tho e goods over here. He made a mistake in it; but 
his bill is better in that respect than the Underwood bill, 
because the duty upon these goods is higher. 

l\Ir. Speaker, the Tariff Board's report shows that the che~per 
grades of cotton cloths, such as they make in Alabama and the 
surrounding sOuthern States, and some of which business is 
left in some of the Northern States, are sold actually cheaper 
from the mills in the United States than abroad in competition 
with the mills we meet in mutual markets abroad; and, as the 
gentleman from Connecticut says, some of them have been sold 
in the Lancashire district in Great Brita.in, showing, or tending 
to show, at least, that they can be produced as cheaply or more 
cheaply here. And the Tariff Board supplied the reason for it 
ln their report. We have been improving in cotton machinery, 

and have got to that point where an .American mechanic can 
run from 20 up to 28 looms at once. because of the automatic 
machinery which changes the bobbin from an empty bobbin to 
a full bobbin without stopping the operation of the Illilchine 
or calling the attention of the operator of the machine. 

Our people hal'e introduced those looms almo t exclusively 
in the United States in some makes of cotton goods. The same 
looms are open to our English competitors. They can buy them 
over there and make them there. They are allowed under the 
patents the same privileges of these machines that we ha'e 
here. But they have not seen fit to adopt them. 

Why? Because the rules of the labor unions in Great Brit
ain prevent generally their using more than 4 loom per opera
tive, instead of from 20 to 28 as here, and> in consequence only 
4 looms can be used there, while the manufactory is under the 
control of the labor unions over there. 

That is the reason why we make these goods cheaper. We 
pay higher wages, and if they could run the 28 loom that we do 
they C'ould make the goods more cheaply, and the difference 
would ha\e to be met by a duty. 

Now. that is a pretty uncertain fotm.dation on which to base a 
tariff bill and an uncertain reason. for taking off the duty 
because now the labor unions seem to be controlling this thing: 
How long will it be before their grip will be removed? Why 
it will be just when Great Britain loses her cotton trade, as she hi 
now losing it, under q;tese conditions that are imposed, to such 
an extent that the workman can not get even four looms to run, 
or any looms to run; and then 'labor will wake up and they will 
put in those men who are more efficient, even if they are as 
efficient as those who run the woolen looms, where labor pro
duces more in England than it does in the United States. 

When they do that we shall need the protective duty. It 
will take a little time to change that condition, but it is not 
safe to take off all the duty, and I believe that the duties pro
vided for in the Hill bill ought at least to be kept on these 
goods. The author of the Hill bill has reduced the duties be
low those of the Underwood bill; he has cut them in two. On 
those goods the Hill bill has a protection, and the Underwood 
bill has protection twice over. 

It would seem, .l\Ir. Speaker, that there ought not to be any 
sectionalism in this bill. I do not like to charge that there is 
anything of the kind. It only "happens" so that these duties 
are so outrageously high on these goods that are made down 
there, and it "happened" when these gentlemen brought in 
a fake farmer's free-list bill that they put everything known 
to science in the farming industry and everything produced on 
farms in the Northern States on the free list, but rice was left 
off. 

Rice remains where it is under the present law, with a pro
tective duty upon it. Of course there was no design in that. 
That was thoroughly an accident And accidents, like lightning, 
sometimes strike more than once in the same place. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Underwood bill is an unbalanced bi11. 
It is prohibitive in some of its duties, and yet "they call it a 
re\enue-only measure. For heaven's sake, what do you gentle
men mean? Prohibitive revenues for. revenue only! Yet you 
ha \e them there. 

Then when you come to knit goods, your bill does not measure 
up to protection, and you do not measure up to full revenue in 
your duty. So you go on a hop, skip, and jump all through the 
bill. Why did you not go over it again? Why did you not 
profit by what you have learned in the last year, e\en if you 
had to turn your backs on the 'l'ariff Board report and main
tain your insane opposition to what the people of this country 
want, namely, a board of experts to examine into all these 
subjects and· report, in order that we may have a more intelli
gent tariff revision? 

So, Mr. Speaker, as I said, I shall vote for the Hill substi
tute as a good deal better than the Underwood bill. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] will say I 
am looking at it from a different standpoint, that I am looking 
at it from a protectionist point of view. Well, I am looking at 
it from a point that will adjust the duties to the difference in 
cost here and abroad on these important articles. I st:;md for 
that, as I have always stood for it. I stand for it as the ma
jority of the American people have always stood for it when
ever we have had a square vote on it. 

1\Ir. HEFLIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 

York yield to the gentleman from Alabama? 
Mr. PAYNE. I have only two or three minutes. I do not 

think the gentleman will throw any light on my remarks. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I want to ask the gentleman--
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman will excuse me. I decline to 

yield. Now, Mr. Speaker, having embalmed that fly-I do not 

• 
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mean to speak disrespectful1y of my friend from Alabama. I 
mean the fly that he was pushing out in this direction. I am 
for protection, 1\1r. Speaker, because the greatest prosperity in 
this country, from the foundation of it down to to-day, has been 
while we have had n protective tariff that fostered our indus
tries. It has helped e>erybody. It has helped the wage earner 
by giving bjm continuous employment at good wages. It bas 
helped the farmer tJy giving him a market at his own door. 
Wby, God bless you gentlemen from the West, how .do .Yo_u 
suppose our farmers in the State of New York would live if it 
was not for the protect_iYe tariff that gives them a market right 
at their own doors? When you bring your wheat and corn and 
the products of your farms and sell them against our mar_kets 
the New York farmer can not make much money on those 
articles nnd he is raising garden stuff and berries and fruits, 
and e\~rything that he 'can grow there, and selling them to 
the people who work for wages which the protective tariff en
ables them to earn, which in that way gives the farmer a near
by market. Yes, and be has a little ad•antage, too, when he 
has a little wheat left o•er that he can sell for use in the near
by prosperous town. He can get a little better price for it 
than you can get for yours after you ha>e paid your transpor
tation. .And so our farmers live and are prosperous. And out 
of this magnificent work of the protective tariff that brings 
prosperity to the people of the United States, a prosperity which 
comes to no other people under the 'sun, a prosperity which is 
reco::mized by every great statesman of all tbe nations of the 
earth the other nations want a share. So it has happened that 
no cduntry in the world to-day is without a protective tariff 
saYe Great Britain; and eYen in Great Britain they ha>e so 
many wharf and dockage charges, and official fees and things 
of that kind, that they get somewhat of the benefit of protection 
even without a t a riff on protected industries. 

So I am for a bill that protects. I wish the Hill bill had been 
drawn a little more on the line of protection. I wish they had 
not o-verlooked the stocking schedule, but had maintained the 
present duties on stockings, which this Tariff Board report 
shows were as nearly right as you could make them to-duy. 
That is ishown in the evi,dence presented on page 615 of the 
board's cotton report. If the gentleman from Connecticut had 
done that, then he would have had a better bill. 

When we come to pass it in the next Congress, or soon after, 
we will make it ideal all the way through; we will gi\e the 
Tariff Board a little more time and a little more money to get 
the exact cost across the water. We are not afraid of the light, 
we are not afraid of the facts. Turn on the light, and we will 
make a bill in accordance with the facts and the light that 
comes to us. 

I wish we could ha>e had the light three years ago that we 
have got now from the Tariff Board. I wish we could ha•e had 
the benefit of the Tariff Board then. We did the best we could, 
we worked night and day to get at the facts, but the life of a 
Congress is too short. Why, the great industries of this coun
try, the work of this country, is so broad, so varied, so mag
nificent in all its proportions, that the life of a single Congress 
is not long enough, no matter how diligent men may be, to get 
all of these facts. When the Democracy comes to settle for the 
moment with their constituencies they will see it as we do, and 
once more, as a little over a year ago, we will be unanimous for 
a Tariff Boa rd in the House and in the counh·y. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 1 

Mr. J'NDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, has the other side con
sumed all its time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (l\fr. HARRISON of New York) . 
All the time of the minority has been exhausted. The gentle
man from Alabama has 1 hour and 2 minutes. 

l\Ir. UJ\TDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House 
with an extended argument in reference to this bill. When it 
was presented to the House a year ago I fully discussed all the 
details of the bill and it is not necessary to make an extended 
argument now. -

Yesterday, I sta ted in the RECORD our conclusions in reference 
to the report of the Tariff Board. I have been entertained and 
somewhat amused by the arguments that have been made by 
the gentlemen on the other side of the House, especially those 
arguments of my Republican brethren, explaining why they 
intended to vote for the substitute that will be offered by the 
gentleman from Connecticut [l\Ir. Iln.L]. They- pride themselves 
on the fact, and state in the House that the Hill substitute is 
lower in its rates of duty than the Democratic bill that is 
presented to the House. 

In the first place, I do not think that argument sets in the 
mouth of the standpat Republicans on that side of the aisle, 
when it has hardly been two years since they drove through the 
House the Payne tariff bill, that instead of reducing the rates 
of duty on the cotton schedule raised the rates of duty. [Ap-

plause on the Democratic side.] When they enacted into law 
a bill that the :first year it became a law levied taxes on the 
American people under the cotton schedule to the amount of 48 
per cent ad valorem and the following year levied rates of duty 
which amounted to 47 and a fraction per cent ad valorem; that 
these same gentlemen who to-day say they can not afford to 
>ote for the Democratic tariff bill that only levies taxes on the 
Anlerican people, if it becomes a law, to the extent of 27 per 
cent ad valorem-that they can not afford to >ote for it be
cause they are in fa.-or of a bill that levies a lower rate of duty. 
[.Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I would not say anything that reflected on the character or 
the intelligence or the integrity of gentlemen on that side of the 
House, but when they come before the country with tlle blood 
of the Payne tariff bill dripping from their :finger s, exacting 
rates that they to-day admit are exorbitant and murderous to 
the consuming masses of the American people, and then say, 
"No ; we can not give you tariff relief; we can not affo1·d t o 
>ote for the Democratic bill that cuts the rates of that bill 
nearly in half, because, forsooth, you ha>e not reduced it low 
enough," they can not expect the American people to take them 
seriously. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Ah, my friends, do you expect to carry that argument to the 
American people? Do you expect to get the American people 
to believe any such argument coming from your lips? I do not; 
and I do not belie•e the people of the United States will give 
faith and credit to the position you are taking in the House to
day. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

As a matter of fact, I am glad the gentleman from Connecti
cut bas introduced his bill. It sustains the Democratic posi
tion. He may be on some item a point lower than we are and 
on another item a point higher than we are, but it repudiates 
the Republican position on the tariff question. When you stand 
on that side of the House and .-ote for the bill offered by the 
gentleman from Connecticut, you will repudiate the position 
which the President of the United States took yesterday. In 
his letter accepting the nomination again for the P residency of 
the United States, he states to the people that his position in 
signing the Payne tariff bill has been justified by facts and 
conditions. [A.pplause on the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Connecticut [1\Ir. HILL] proposes a bill 
that he says cuts the cotton schedule in the Payne-Aldrich bill 
nearly in half. Does that justify the position of the President 
of the United States in signing the Payne-Aldrich ta1iff bill? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] When you go to your con
stituents this fall, are you going to stand for the President of 
the United States or for the gentleman from Connecticut? The 
President of the United States, in his letter of acceptance, in 
referring to the tariff work of Congress, said: 

On the other hand, our opponents, the Democrats, have presented to 
me fo1· ·my E1inature a woolen bill and a cotton bill, both of which, if 
allowed to bt!come a law, a s the reports of the Tariff Board show, 
would have made such a radical cut in the rates on many woolen and 
cotton manufactures as to seriously interfere with those industries in 
this country. This would have forced the transfer of manufactures to 
England and Germany and other for·eign countries. 

That was the Republican position dripping down to Congress 
from the White House, and yet to-day the gentleman from Con
necticut brings an indictment against the Democratic Party be
cause be says, we ha Ye not reduced our rates low enough; and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], who wrote the 
Payne bill, says tha t he is in fayor of the substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Connecticut because it reduces the rates 
of duty lower than the Democratic tariff bill. Gentlemen, 
you may be able to explain this position to some one else, but 
you can not explain it in that way to me, and I do not think 
you w_ill be able to explain it to any intelligent American con
stituency. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

'There is nothlng in the rate of duty that destroys an industry 
if it does not bring competition. There is nothing that can 
injure the American manufacturer unless it comes from compe
tition from abroad, !lnd yet we haye the Republican Party to
day contending that their bill is at a lower rate and therefore 
will bring greater competition, and at the same time the Presi
dent of the United States saying that our bill would bring too 
much competition, which you say bears higher rates, a!!d be
came it contains a higher rate and less competi.tion, according 
to your arguments, we are going to destroy an American in
dulttry. 

.As a matter of fact I showed and demonstr d, to my judg· 
ment, in the House last year that the total increase of importa
tions under the cotton schedules, if this bill becomes a law, _will 
amount to but a little over $10,000,000; that the total consump
tion of cotton goods in the United States amounts to over 
$800,000,000; that if all the goods were admi tted under our bill 
the experts estimate may come into this country, it could not 
seriously inj ure any legitimate industry, but it will bring about 
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some more competition. It certainly wipes out a great many 
of the prohibitive tariff rates that exist in the· Payne-Aldrich 
law to-day, and, if that is the case, I say that when you voted 
against this bill last year your votes were not justified; that if 
Mr. HILL'S substitute is voted down and you vote against it 
to-clay you can not justify your votes with the argument that 
yon own side of the House has made- [applause on the Demo
cratic side]; that if the Republicans in this House believe that 
thJ bill introduced by the gentlem:m from Connecticut is cor
rect, then the President of the United States can not justify a 
veto of this bill when it reaches him before this Congress ad
journs. 
• .As to the Tariff Board, their report upon this schedule is 

real ly lamentable. There is no raw material f"or them to report 
upon, because cotton is on the free list. They made some effort 
to investigate the cost of the yarn and the lower-grade product:::! 
of the cotton industry. In reference to cloth, they did exactly 
what· they did in the woolen schedule. 'l'hey submitted samples 
to manufacturers. 

Ur. GREElV of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not care to yield at this time. 

They submitted samples to manufacturers to ascertain from 
them what the manufacturer said the price should be, and then 
reported to Congress what conclusion they had come to after 
the manufacturer had told them. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] More than that, as shown by the letters from the Presi
dent to the Tariff Board, which I p-rinted in the RECORD yester
day afternoon, they refused to give to the Ways and Means 
Committee e>en the information as to who the manufacturers 
were who told them the facts. The President of the United 
states challenges our bills and condemns our action, because 
we do not comply with the report of the Tariff Board, which is 
no report at all to begin with, and in the second place that 
same Tariff Board refuses to disclose the material faets on 
which their report is based. Can any man here deny the fact 
that it is material for a Ways and l\Ieans Committee to know 
who the witnesses were and how many witnesses they had 
before the Tariff Board? Were we not entitled to know from 
what sources they got their information? And yet this board did 
not dare give to the House of Representatives the information 
to which we were entitled, and you stand here ready to go to 
your constituents and justify your position on the report of a 
Tariff Board that made a report on only two or three items 
and then refused ·to disclose to you the sources of information 
from which they made their report. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

l\Ir. HEFLIN. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
:Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, a little while ago I undertook 

to interrupt the gentleman from ' New York [Mr. PAYNE] when 
he was discussing the difference in the cost of production at 
home and abroad and stating that he stood for a tariff 
based on such a difference, the information to be secured by 
the Tariff Board; my purpose in rising then was to inform 
the gentleman that it is. absolutely impossible to obtain this 
information 

In the first- place no sensible man is going to acquaint his 
competitors in the manufacturing business with the secrets of 
his success in the manufactm·e of certain goods, nor will he 
teach his competitor how to successfully compete with him by 
giving him in detail the knowledge that he has acquired as to 
the cost and manner of producing certain goods. 

About three years ago I read a statement from an American 
official to the effect that the German Government had issued 
an edict that the secret processes used in the manufacture of 
cotton goods should be kept a secret. They should be given to 
nobody. Especially was it desired that this information be 
kept from the United States. The German manufacturer did 
not want the American manufacturer to know these secrets. 
France and England, I think, guard their manufacturing secrets 
in the same way, and it is impossible to empower any inquisitorial 
board to get these facts from the foreign manufacturer. Then 
how are you going to tell what it costs to produce cotton goods 
abroad? We can not obtain these facts. This is another ef
fort on the part of the Republican Party to delny and postpone 
honest tariff revision. That party broke its promise to the 
American people, violated its platform pledges, and now hiaes 
behind a Tar~oard appointed and controlled by the Presi
dent. Gentlemen, you can not deceive the American people any 
long~1'. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I agree with what my 
colleague says, that one of the most difficult problems that con~ 
fronts any expert board is to ascertain accurately the difference 
in the cost of production either at home or abroad, or the dif. 
ference between the cost of productions of domestic manufac
ture. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I really do not care to yield for a ques

tion at this point. 
Mr. R.ARTHOLDT. I merely want to state in reply to what 

the gentleman from Alabama [l\Ir. HEFLIN] says that I happen 
to know one of the secret agents in Germany, who for the last 
10 years has been intrusted with the task of securing from 
the manufacturers :figures as to the cost of their production. 
and I asked him the question last year at Berlin whether he 
had ever been refused information that he desired. He said 
that e>erywhere, in all the manufacturing concerns that he 
had occasion to visit, he was r eceived with the greatest courtesy, 
and that they were entirely willing to give him all the facts 
and :figures--

1\fr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I will ask the gentleman to give 
his informant's name. I would like to ask the gentleman who 
his witness is. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He is one of the confidential agents of 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is his name? 
l\Ir. B.ARTHOLDT. I am perfectly willing to giye his name. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to have it. 
l\Ir. B.ARTHOLDT. I will say this, because what he does is 

done at the request and by direction of the Treasury Depart
ment; his name is l\Ir. Frederick Achenbach. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I am glad to get the information. 
l\fr. HEFLIN. - U the gentleman from Alabama will permit 

me, I got my information from the consular report mad·e by the 
Government agents abroad. I can not lay my hand on it just 
now, but I stand by the statement that the German Govern
ment has i sued an edict-as I stated it was reported-and will 
not permit anybody connected with the factories that manu
facture cotton goods to give the secret processes by which they 
m:mufacture and dye those goods; and it is impossible to get 
the cost of the production of cotton goods in Germany. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I do not care to pursue that line of 
argument. 

l\fr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit, I want to 
say I did not ask particularly with respect to cotton, but I 
asked him whether in any instance information had been re
fused, and he said: 

No, sir ; they have received me almost with open arms, and gave me 
everything they knew. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, it only shows that this 
Tariff Board in its report is the more reprehensible not to give 
to this House the information and the sources of information 
that it had at its command; but be that as it may, I challenge 
any man in this House to show that there is any material differ
ence between the Tariff Board report on these items on which 
it did report and the conclusions reached in the bill that is now 
presented before us and the House. Of course, there is a broad 
range of cost prices presented in this report. Some are high in 
one material and some are low in another, but if you make any
thing like a reasonable average cost price of the yarns and low
grade products on which the Tariff Board did report, their re
port justifies the bill that we are presenting to the House to
day, and on those items on which they did not report certainly 
the President of the United States or gentlemen on that side of 
the House have no light to complain of us. 

The gentleman from New York [l\fr. PAYNE] criticized our 
bills, saying they were drawn without care and that they are a 
matter of guesswork. But I want to say to the gentleman 
from New York and other gentlemen on that side of the House 
that thi bill and our other ta.riff bills were sent to the Presi
dent of the United States more than a year ago. During that 
time there never has been an occasion for a Democrat, either 
in this Congress or out of it, to apologize for the work we have 
done. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And yet, so far as 
the bill is concerned that was passed by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE], so far as the legislation is concerned 
that that side of the House is responsibJe for, you came and 
started to apologize for it before the ink was dry on the paper 
when the President signed the bill. You hncl hardly put it into 
law before you begged an apology from the American people 
and asked to have some tariff experts, employed without war
rant of law, to tell you how to rewrite a tariff bill to take the. 
place of the Payne-Aldrich bill that you admitted you could not 
justify. 

Now,_ ~Ir. Speaker, I do not for one moment believe that the 
American people misunderstand this proposition. You may 
becloud it with words and misleading statements, but the fact 
remains that the American people know that the Payne-Aldrich 
bill was written in the interest of protective monopoly of the 
United States [applause on the Democratic side] ; that it was 
dictated by manufacturers, who, many of them, w1~ung from 
the American people over 100 per cent by reason of this tariff 
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wall that you place on the statute books and that your Repub
lican President is maintaining there because of his veto. [Ap-
11l:rnse on the Democratic side.] We are making an earnest 
effort to repeal that law, to relieve this burden that the Ameri
can people are suffering from, and we have made so much 
progress that on our votes in the past on this bill we have 
receiYed the votes of a large number of Republicans on that 
side of the House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] More 
thau that, on a woolen bill and on a cotton bill, we have been 
able to secure enough votes in a Republican Senate to send 
those bills to the President of the United States. When he 
says that he can not sign these bills Ile does not point alone to 
a Democratic House. He points as well to men who sat in the 
Senate of the United States, holding their commissions from 
Ilepublican constituencies, who say that the legislation that we 
have sent to him is justified. 

You can not go to yom· constituency on any false assumption 
that if you are returned to power you intend to revise the 
tariff downward. The President of the United States, the 
standard bearer of your party, took that claim away from you 
on yesterday. He say that the enactment of the Payne bill 
into law has been justified. He does not proclaim again to 
the American people, like he did four years ago, that if he is 
returned to power he will stand for a revision downward. No, 
my friends on that side of the House, the President of the 
United States four years ago was a progressive on the tariff 
question. He is progressing from stand-pat Republicanism, from 
the tariff bills of Mr. PAYNE and .Mr. DALZELL and Senator 
Aldrich, toward the Democratic position of an honest revision 
in favor of the American peaple. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] But he does not stand there to-day. On the tariff ques
tion he has gone--horse, foot, and dragoons-into the camp of 
the Republican stand-pat faction of the party. [Applaase on 
the Democratic side.] He is dependent on the stand-pat tariff 
Republicans for his support in the coming campaign. He is 
dependent on the Republican stand-pat tariff Republicans for 
the camp;:tign funds that he will get to run his campaign. [Ap
plause on the Democratic side.] You know that as well as I 
know it, and by offering the substitute here that you would not 
dare Tote for or pass if you were in power, that you put here 
as a cloud to befog and befuddle the American people, you can 
not avoid the issue. Your candidate for President four years 
ago, as I stated, was moving toward an honest revision of the 
tariff. To-day he llas returned to the camp of the enemy, and 
jf you elect "him to po'\Ver next November there will be no 
honest revision of the tariff [applause on the Democratic side], 
and the great trusts and ta.riff barons in this country will 
once more, for four long years, stand behind the protective
tariff wull of the Payne tariff bill. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

I ask for a vote on the question. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a substitu~e for 

the pending bill. 
The SPEAKER pro ternpore (Mr. CURLEY). The gentleman 

f-rom Connecticut [Mr. HILL] offers a ~mbstitute for the pending 
Uill, which the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend. by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting, 

in lieu of the matter stricken out, the following : 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Spea.ker, I will ask, unless any Member 

desires to have it read through, that the reading of the substi
tute be dispensed with, in view of the fact that it has already 
been distributed among the Mambers. · 

Mr. PAYNE. It has not been read in the House? 
Mr. HILL. No. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the sub-

stitute. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend. by strikjng out all after the enacting clause and inserting, 

in lieu of the matter stricken out, th.e following : 
"That the act entitled 'An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, 

and encourage the industries of the United States, and for other pur
poses,' -approved Augast 5, 1909. be, and the same is hereby, amended 
by striking out all of the paragraphs of Schedule I of section 1 of said 
act from 313 to 332, inclusive of both, and inserting in place thereof 
the following : 

" 1. Cotton card laps, sliver, roving, or roping, 5 per cent ad 
valorem. 

"2. Cotton waste and flocks manufactured, 10 per ci>nt ad valorem; 
antiseptic, medica ted, or sterilized cotton, cotton waste, or flocks, 20 
per cent .ad valorem. 

" 3. Cotton yarns in the gray, or otherwise, not advanced beyond the 
condition of s ing les. by g rou ping or twisting two or more single yarns 
together, not exceeding No. 40, 7! per cent ad valorem. 

" Exceeding No. 40, a nd not exceeding No. 80, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

"Exceeding No. 80, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
"4. Cotton yarn or thread not otherwise provided for, in the gray 

or otherwise, advanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping 
or twisting two or more single yat·ns together; and cable laid yarns 
or threads, in the gray, 01· otherwise, made by grouping or twisting 
two or more twisted yarns or threads together, shall be subject to the 

same rates of duty as the single yarns from which they are made, and 
in addition thereto 5 per cent ad valorem. 

" Spool thread of cotton, crochet, darning, and embroidery cottons, 
on spools, shall be dutiable at the same rates of duty as the single 
yarns from which they are made. 

" 5. Cotton cloth, plain woven, in the grey, or bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, printed, mercerized, or otherwise finished, containing 
not more than 5 square ys.rds to th~ pound, 5 per cent ad valorem ; 

A• Containing more than 5 and not more than 75 square yards to the 
pound, 10 per cent ad va.lorem; 

"Containing more than n square yards to the pound, 15 per cent a d 
valor em. 

" 6. Cotton cloth, fancy woven, in the grey, or bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, printed, mercerized, or otherwise fini hed, containing 
figures produced by various weaving devices known as dobby, ckop-box, 
leno, lappe t, swivel, or any other name except Jacquard, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

" 7. Cotton cloth woven by means of the Jacquard attachment, not 
otherwise provided for, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

" Cotton table damask, 25 per cent ad valorem; manufactures of 
cotton table damask, or of which cotton table damask is the component 
material of chief value, not specially provided for in this section, 25 
per cent ad valorem. . 

" 8. Cloths containing silk or artificial silk, in which cotton is the 
component material of chief value, shall be subject to the same rates 
of duty as cotton cloths of similar weave, and in addition thereto 5 per 
cent advalorem. 

" 9. Cotton cloths filled or coated, in whole or in part, including oil
cloth of cotton, waterproof cloths composed of cotton or in which 
cotton is the component material of chief value, 20 per cent ad va.lorem. 

" 10. Handkerchiefs or muffi.ers of cotton, in the piece or otherwise, 
finished or unfinished, hemstitched or not, not otherwise specially 
provided for, shall pay the same rate of duty as the cloth of which 
they are made, and in addition thereto 5 per cent ad valorem. 

" 11. Plushes, velvets, velveteen.s, corduroys, and all pile fabrics made 
of cotton, of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 
whether the pile covers the entire surface or not: 

" uncut, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
"Cut, in whole or in part, 40 per cent ad valorem. 
"Pn>vided, That manufactures or articles in any form, including such 

as are commonly known as bias dress facings or skirt bindings, made 
or cut from plushes, velvets, or other pile fabrics composed of cotton, 
or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, shall be 
subject to the same rates of duty as the fabrics from which they are 
made. · 

" 12. Curtains, table covers, and all articles manufactured of cotton 
chenille, or of which cotton chenille is the component material of 
chief value; cotton reps, Jacquard figured tapestry and Jacquard 
figured upholstery goods, weighing over 6 ounces per square yard, made 
of cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 
40 per cait ad valorem. . · 

" 13. Stockings, hose, and half hose, made wholly or in part on knitting 
machines or frames, commercially known as seamles:!I, composed of cot
ton, or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 

"14. Stockings, hose, or half hose, made wholly or in part on knitting 
machines or frames or knit by hand and commercially known as full
fashionoo, composed of cotton, or of which cotton is the component 
material of chief value, valued at not more than $2 per dozen pairs, 
f.0 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 2 per dozen pairs, 60 
per cent ad valorem. 

" 15. Shirts a.>id drawers, pants, vests, un1on suits, combina tion suits, 
tights, sweaters, corset covers, and all underwear of every description, 
made wholly or in part on knittin"' machines or frames, or knit by 
hand, finished or unfinished, not otherwise provided for, composed of 
cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 
valued at not more than $1.50 per dozen garments, 20 per cent ad 
valo1·em; valued at more than $1.50 per dozen garments and not more 
than $3 per dozen garments, 30 per cent ad va.lorem. 

"Valued at more than 3 per dozen garments and not more than $6 
per dozen garments, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

" Valued at more than 6 per dozen garments, 45 per cent ad valorem. 
"16. Men's and boys' gloves, knitted or woven, composed of cotton, or 

of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 50 per cent 
ad valorem. • 

"17. Tire fabric or fabric suitable for use in pneumatic tires, made of 
cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of chief value, 25 
per cent ad va1orem. 

" 18. Bone casings, garters, suspenders and braces, webs, webbings, and 
tubing, any of the fore~oing composed wholly or in chief value of cot
ton, or of cotton and mdia rubber, and not embroidered by hand or 
machinery ; spindle banding, woven, braided, or twisted lamp, stove, or 
candle wicking, loom harness, healds or collets, boot, shoe, a nd corset 
lacings, labels for garments or other articles ; composed of cotton, or of 
which cotton is the component material of chief value, 30 per cent ad 
>alorem. · 

"Belting for machinery made of cotton and india rubber, or of which 
cotton is the component material of chief value, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

" 19. Clothing. ready-made, and articles of wearin&' apparel of every 
description, wholly or partly manufactured, not specially provided for, 
composed wholl;v or in chief value of cotton, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

" 20. All articles made from cotton cloth, and all manufactures of 
cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of chief va1ue, not 
specially provided for, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

" 21. The term cotton cl~h wherever · used in the paragraphs of this 
schedule, unless otherwise specially provided, shall be held to include 
all woven fabrics composed wholly or in chief value of cotton, in the 
piece or cut in lengths, and shall not include .any article finished, or 
unfinished, made from cotton cloth. 

"SEC. 2 . That the last clause of paragraph 347 of said act of August 
5, 1!>09, is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

" ' Waterproof cloth composed of vegetable fiber other than cotton, 
whether composed in part of india rubber 01". otherwise, 10 cents per 
square yard and 20 per cent ad va.lorem.' · 

"SEC. 3. That pa ragraph 347 of said act of August 5, 1909, is herebY. 
amended by adding the following proviso : 'Prov ided, That none of the 
foregoing shall apply to coated or filled cotton cloth, or articles made 
therefrom.' 

"SEC. 4. That paragraph 348 of said act of August 5, 1909, is hereby 
amended so as to read as follows : ' Shirt collars and cuffs, composed of 
linen, or of which linen is the component material of chief value, 40 
cents per dozen pieces and 20 per cent ad valorem.' 

" SEC. 5. That paragraph 349 of said act of August 5, 1909, is hereby 
amended by strikmg out therefrom the words ' webs and webbings.' " 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute as re:ported. 

l\Ir. UNDEilWOOD. l\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the bill may be dispensed with. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that the reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection?· [After a 
pause.] '.rhe Cba.i~ bears none, and it is so ordered. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the substitute as reported by the Clerk. 

1\Ir. I\IANN. Mr. Speaker, has that question been stated? · 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. '!'hose in favor of the sub· 

stitute as reported by the Clerk will, when their names are 
. called, ~nswer " yea " ; those opposed " nay." 

J\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro ternpore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[l\lr. l\1ANN] makes the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. 

l\Ir. l\IA:NN. It takes 196 to make a quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. [After 

counting.] Eighty-one Members are present-less than a quo
rum. A call of the House is ordered. The Doorkeeper will 
close lh0 doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. MANN. Will the Speaker state the question? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members in favor of the substi

tute as reported by the Clerk will vote "yea"; those opposed 
"nay." 

The question was taken; and there' were-yeas 861 nays 147, 
answered '.' present " 8, not voting 149, as follows: 

Akin, N. Y. 
Anderson, l\Iinn. 
Barcbfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Berger 
Bowman 
Browning 
Bmke, S. Dak. 
Catlin 
Copley 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Curry 
Danforth 
Davis. l\Iinn. 
Donohoe 
Farr 
Foss 
French 
Fullet· 
Gardner, ¥ass. 

Adair 
Adamson 
Alexander 
Allen 
Ames 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Austin 

-Ayres 
Bathrick 
Beall, Tex. 
Blackmon 
Boehne 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burke, Wis. 
Bm·leson · 
Burnett 

·Byrns, Tenn. 
Candler 
Carlin 
Carter 
Claypool 
Cline 
Connell 
Conry 
Cox, Ind. 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Curley 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
Denver 

Burgess 
Butler 

Aiken, S. C. 
Ainey 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bell, Ga. 

YEAS-86. 
Gardner, N. J. La Follette 
Good Lenroot 
Green, Iowa Lindbergh 
Guernsey Longworth 
Hanna McKinney 
Hartman McLaughlin 
Haugen Mann 
Hawley Miller 
Heald Mondell 
Helgesen Morse, Wis. 

, Hill Mott 
Howell Needham 
Howland Norris 
Hughes, W. Va. Patton, Pa. 
Humphrey, Wash. Payne 
Kahn Pickett 
Kendall Plumley 
Kennedy Pray 
Kent Prouty 
Kinkaid, ebr. Rees 
Knowland Roberts, Mass. 
Lafferty Rodenberg 

NAYS-147. 

Sloan 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Switzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tilson · 
Towner 
Utler 
Volstead 
Warburton 
Wedemeyer 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood, N. ;r, 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 

Dick.inson - Holland Raker 
Dixon, Ind. Houston Ransdell, La. 
Doremus Howard Rauch 
Doughton Hu!!hes, N. ;r. Reilly 
Driscoll, D. A. Hull Robinson 
Estopinal Humphreys, .Miss. Rouse 
Evans Jacoway Ru bey 
Fergusson Johnson, Ky. Russell 
Finley Kitchin Saba th 
Flood, Va. Korbly Scully 
Floyd, Ark. Lee, Ga. Shackleford 
Foster Lee, Pa. Sharp 
Fowler Lever Sims 
Francis Levy Sisson 
Gallagher Linthicum Slayden 
George Littlepage Small 
Godwin, N. C. Lloyd Smith, Tex. 
Goeke Lobeck Stanley 
Goldfogle McCoy Stedman 
Goodwin, Ark. McDermott Stephens, Nebr. 
Graham McGilllcuddy Stephens, Tex. 
Gray 1\lcKellar Stone 
Greene, Mass. Maguire, Nebr. · Sweet 
Gregg, Pa. Martin, Colo. Taggart 
Gregg, Tex. Morrison Talcott, N. Y. 
Gudger l\Ioss, Ind. Taylor, Colo. 
Hamill Murray Thayer 
Hamlin Neeley Townsend 
Hammond Oldfiel,a Tribble 
Hardy O'Sha(messy Underhill 
Harrison, Miss. Padgett Underwood 
Harrison, N. Y. Page Watkins 
Ray Palmer White 
Hayden Pepper Wili.,-:cn, Pa. 
HetUn Post WitllPrspoc,u 
Henry, Tex:. Pou The Speaker 
Hensley Rainey 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "-8. 
Draper .Johnson, S. C. Sparkman 
Driscoll, !I. El . Mc:Morran Sulzer 

NOT VOTING-149. 
Booher 
Borland 
Bradley 
Burke, Pa. 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Caldet· 
Callaway 

Campbell 
Cannon 
Can trill 
Cary 
Clark, Fla. 
Clayton 
Collier 

Cooper 
Covington 
Cox, Ohio 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Daugherty 
Davenport 

. Davidson Helm Madden 
De Forest Ilenry, Conn. Mahe1· 
Dickson, Miss. HH1rn:g~lsns l\Iartin, S. Dak. 
Dies a Matthews 

E~JJ1~erfer M~~~~. Ga. ~~~~. ra. 
Dupre Jackson Moon, Tenn. 
Dwight James Moore, Pa. 

· Dyer ;Tones Moore, Tex. 
Edwards Kindred Morgan 
Ellerbe Kinkead, N. ;r, Murdock 
Esch Konig Nelson 
Fairchild Kon op Nye 
Faison Kopp Olmsted 
Irerris Lafean Parran 
Fields Lamb Patten, N. Y. 
Fitzgerald Langham Peters 
Focht Langley Porter 
Fordney Lawrence .rowers 
Fornes Legare Prince 
Garner Lewis Pujo 
Garrett Lindsay Randell, Tex. 
Gillett Littleton Hedfield 
Glass Leud Reyburn 
Gould McCall Richardson 
Griest McCreary Riordan 
Hamilton, Ulch. McGuire, Okla. Roberts, Nev. 
Hamilton, W. Va. McHenry Roddenbery 
Hardwick McKenzie Rothermel 
Harris McKinley Rucker, Colo. 
Hayes · Macon Rucker. l\Io. 

Saunders 
Sells 
Sheppard 

. Sherley 
Sherwood 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Smith, ;r. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Speer 
Stack 
Stephens, Miss. 
'l'albott, Md. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas 
•.rurnbull 
'l'uttle 
Va re 
Vreeland 
We bu 
Weeks 
Whitacre 
Wilder 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Young, Tex. 

The SPEAKEil. The Clerk will call my name. 
The Clerk called th.e name of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, and he 

voted "no." 
.So l\fr. HILL'S substitute was r ejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs : 
For the session : • 
Mr. RIORDAN with Mr. -ANDRUS. 
l\fr. GLAss with Mr. SLEMP. 
l\Ir. BURGESS with Mr. WEEKS. 
Mr. FORNES with l\lr. BRADLEY. 
l\Ir. BABTLETT- with l\1r. BUTLER. 
Mr. HOBSON with Mr. FAIBCHILD. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Cox of Ohio with l\Ir. ANTHONY. 
Mr. YOUNG of Texas with Mr. SIMMONS. 
Mr. HUGHES of Georgia with Mr. l\!ooBE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. PuJo with Mr. l\lcMoBRAN. 
l\lr. CLAYTON with Mr. LAFEAN. 
Mr. PATTEN of New York with Mr. GRIEST. 
Mr. LAMB with l\lr. FOCHT. 
l\.lr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. PARRAN. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. McO.uL. 
Mr. LITTLETON with l\Ir. DWIGHT. 
l\Ir. CANTRILL. with l\fr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 
Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi with Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. 
Mr. REDFIELD with l\Ir. SPEER. 
l\Jr. JAMES with l\Ir. CANNON. 
Mi;. ELLERBE with Mr. CURRIER. 
Mr. MAYS with Mr. THISTLEWOOD. 
Mr. EDWARDS with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. ·RANDELL of Texas with Mr. SMITH of California. 
l\Ir. IlucKER of Missouri with Mr. DYER. 
l\Ir. FIELDS with Mr. LANGLEY. 
Mr. SPARKMAN with l\Ir. DAVIDSON. 
Mr. GARRETT with Mr. FORDNEY. 
l\Ir. HARDWICK with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. LEGARE with Mr. Loun. 
Mr. SHERLEY with Mr. OLMSTED . . 
Mr: WEilB with Mr. PRINCE: .. 
l\Ir. TAYLOR of Alabama with Mr. PORTER. 
Mr. SULZER with Mr. MATTHEWS. 
l\lr. STEPHENS of Mississippi with Mr; MARTIN of South 

Dakota . 
~Ir. SHERWOOD with Mr. WILDER. 
Mr. SHEPPARD with Mr. VREELAND. 
Mr. RUCKER of Colorado with Mr. J. l\I. c. SMITII. 
1\lr. RODDENBEBY with Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. 
l\Ir. l\IooN of Tennessee with l\fr. MooN of Pennsylvania. 
l\ir. RICHARDSON with Mr. REYnURN. 
Mr. KoNOP with l\Ir. :McKINLEY. 
Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey with Mr. l\IcKENzIE. 
Mr. HAMILTON ·of West Virginia with l\Ir. McGUIRE of Okla• 

homa. . 
Mr. JorrNsoN of South Carolina with Mr. GILLETT. _ 
J\Ir. GARNER with l\Ir. McCREARY. 
l\fr. FITZGERALD with l\Ir. HINDS. 
J\Ir. FAISON with l\!r. LAWRENCE. 
l\!r. DUPRE with l\Ir. KOPP. 
l\Ir. DIFENDERFER with Mr. AINEY. 
l\Ir. DIES with Mr. HIGGINS. 
l\Ir .. CoITNGTON with Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
l\fr. COLLIER with l\!r. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
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l\Ir. CLARK of Florida with Mr. MIOHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
Mr. CALLA w ~Y with Mr. Dooos. 
Mr. BooHE& with Mr. DE Fo.RRST. 
l\Ir. BARNHART with Mr. CALDER. 
Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. BURKE of Pennsyl-

vania. 
From July 27 for the balance of the session: 
1\fr. TURNBUI.L with Mr. HAYES. 
From Thursday for the balance of the session: 
l\Ir. BELL of Georgia with l\fr. LANGHAM. 
Until August 28: 
l\fr. BYRNES of South Carolina with Mr. MADDEN. 
On this vote:. 
Mr. WILSON of New York (against the -substitute) with Mr. 

JACKSON (in favor of the substitute). 
I\11": SPARKMAN. Mr. President, I voted "no," but being 

paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. DAVIDSON, I 
de~ire to be recorded as present. 

fr. BUTLER. I \Oted for this substitute. but as I am 
paired with the gentleman from Georgia, lli. BARTLETT, who 
is out of the city, I desire to be recorded as present. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, further proceed

ings under the call are vacated. The Doorkeeper will open the 
• doors. The question is on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. , · 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time~ 
and was accordingJy read the third time .. 

The SPEAKER. The question· is, Shall the bill pass? 
l\fr. M..A},"'N. On that I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. 

Speaker. · 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and 

nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 158, nays 72~ 

answe1~ed " present" 9, not voting 151, as follows : 

Adair 
Adam on 
Akin, N. Y. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Ander!;:.on, Minn. 
Ander on, Ohio 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Ayres 
Beall, Tex. 
Berger 
Blackmon 
Boehne 
Brantley 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burt:e, Wis. 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Candler 

- Carter 
Claypool 
Cline 
Connell 
Conry 
Cox, Ind. 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Curley . 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
'Denver 
Dickinson 
Dixon, Ind. 
D-Oremus 
'Doughton 

Ames 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Bowman 
Browning 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Catlin 
Copley 
Crago 
Curry 
Danforth 
De Forest 
Draper 
Farr 
Foss 
Fuller 

Burgess 
Butler 
Driscoll, M. E. 

YEAS-158. ' 
Driscoll, D. A~ Hull Ransdell, La. 
Estopinal Humphreys, Miss. Rauch · 
Evans Jacoway Reilly 
Fergusson Johnson, Ky. Robinson 
lt'inley Kel_lt , Ronse 
Flood, Va. Kitchin Rubey 
Floyd, Ark. Konig- Russell 
Foster Korbly Saba th 
Fowler Lafferty Saunders 
Francis La Follette Scully 
It'rench Lee, Pa. Shackleford · 
Gallagher Lenroot Sharp 
George Lever Sims 
Godwin, N. C. Levy Sisson 
Goeke Lindbergh Slayden 
Goldfo~le Linthicum Small 
Goodwm, Ark. Littlepage Smith, Tex. 
Graham Lloyd Stanley 
Gray Lobeck Stedman 
Gregg, Pa. McCoy Stephens, Cal. 
Gregg, Tex. McDermott Stephens, Nebr. 
Gudger McGillicuddy Stephens, Tex. 
Hamill McKellar Stone -
Hamlin Maguire, Nebr, Sweet 
Hammond Martin, Colo. Taylor, Colo. 
Hanna Morrison Thayer 
Hardy Morse, Wis. Townsend 
Harrison, Mi_ss, Moss, Ind. Tribble 
Harrison, N. Y. Murray Underhill · 
Haugen Neeley Underwood 
Hay Norris Warburton 
Hayden Oldtield Watkins 
Hetlln O'Shaunessy White 
Helgesen Padgett Wilson, Pa. 
Henry, Tex. Page Witherspoon. 
Hensley Palmer Woods, Iowa 
Holland Pepper Young, Kans. 
Houston Pou The S~aker-
Howard Rainey 
Hughes, N. J. Rakb-

NAYS-72. 
,. 

Gardner, Mass. Knowland 
Gardner, N. J. Longworth 
Good McKinney 
Green, Iowa McLaughlin. 
Greene, Mass. Mann 
Guernsey Miller 
Hartman Mondell 
Hawley Mott 
Heald Needham 
Hill Patton, Pa. 
Howell Payne 
Howland Pickett 
Hughes, W. Va. Plumle;y 
Humphrey, Wash. Pray 
Kahn. Prince · 
Kendall Prouty 
Kennedy Rees 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Roberts, Mass. 

ANSWERED "PRESEN,T "-9. 
.Johnson, S. C. McMorran · 
Lee, Ga. Petei:s 

Rodenberg 
Simmons 
Sloan 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Switz.er 
Taylor, Ohio 
Til;on , 1• 

Towner 
Utter 
Volstead 
Wedemeyer 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood,N. J_ 
Young,, Mich. 

Spru.•kmri.n:
Sulzer 

NOT VOTING-151. 
.Aiken, S. C. Dupr~ La.fean 
A1ney Dwight Lamb 
Andrus Dyer Langham 
Anthony Edwards Langley 
Barnhart Ellerbe Lawrence 
Bartlett Esch Legare 
Ilathrick Fairchild Lewis 

~~~h~ra. ~!~~~: tfi\~~~ln 
Borland Fields Loud 
Bradley - Fitzgerald McCall 
Broussard Focht McCreary 
Burke, Pa. Fordney McGuire, Okla. 
Byrnes, S. C. Fornes McHenry 
Calder Garner McKenzie 
Callaway Garrett McRinley 
Campbell Gillett Macon 
Cannon Glass Madden 
Can trill Gould Maher 
Carlin Griest Martin, S. Dak. 
Cary Hamilton, Mich. Matthews 
Clark, Fla. Hamilton, W. Va .. Mays 
Clayton Hardwick Moon, Pa. 
Collier Harris Moon, Tenn. 
Cooper- HHaeymes Moore, Pa. 
Covington 11 Moore, Tex. 
Cox:, Olilo Henry, Conn. Morgan 

•Crumpacker Higgins Murdock 
Currier Hinds Nelson 

, Dalzell Hobson Nye 
Daugherty Hughes, Ga. Olmsted 
Davenport Jackson Parran 
Davidson James Patten, N. Y. 
Dickson, Miss. Jones Porter 
Dies Kindred Post 
Difenderfer Kinkead. N. J'. Powe.rs 
Dodds Kon op Pujo 
Donohoe Kopp Randell, Tex. 

Redfield 
Reyburn 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts, Nev. 
Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rucker, Colo •. 
Rucker, Mo. 
Sells 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slemp 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Speer-
Stack 
Stephens, Miss. 
Taggart 
Talbott, Md. 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Vare 
Vreeland 
Webb 
Weeks 
Whitacre 
Wilder 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Young, Tex. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, and he 

answered " aye." as above recorded. 
So the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BATHRICK with Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
Mr. CARLIN with Mr. lIARRrs. 
Mr. DONOHOE with l\Ir. v ARE. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 
On motion oi Mr. UNDERWOOD, a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill "\~as passed was laid on the table. 
MESSA.GE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On July 27, 1912: 
H. R. 11628. An act authorizing Jol:µi T. McCrosson and asso

ciates to construct an irrigation· ditch on the island of Hawaii,, 
Territory of Hawaii; 

H. R. 644. An act for the relief of Mary E. Quinn; 
H. R. 22043. An act to authorize additional aids to navigation 

in the Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes ; and 
H. R. 24699. An act extending the time for the repayment of 

certain war-revenue taxes erroneously collected. 
On July 30, 1912: 
H. R.1739. An act to amend section 4875 of the Revised Stat

utes, to provide a compensation for superintendents of national 
cemeteries ; 

H. R. 13938. An act for the relief of Theodore Salus; and 
H.J. Res. 340. Joint resolution making appropriation to be 

used in exterminating the army worm. 
On July 31, 1912: 
H. R. 4012. An act to authorize the exchange of certain lands 

with the State of Michigan; 
H. R. 12375. An act authorizing Daniel W. Abbott to make 

homestead entry; 
H. R. 22111. An act for the relief of the Delaware Transport.'l-

tion Co., owner of the Ainerican steamer Dorothy~· and 
H. R. 24598. An act for the. relief of Jesus Silva, jr. 
On August 1, 1912: · 
H. R. 25598. An act granting a pension to Cornelia C. Bragg; 
H. R. 18041. An act granting a franchise for the construction, 

maintenance, and operation of a street railway system in the 
district of South Hilo, county of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii; 

H. R.18033. An act to modify and amend the mining laws in 
their application to the Territory of Alaska, and for other pur
poses; and 

H.J. Res. 344. Joint resolution to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved July 1, 1912, entitled ".Joint resolu
tion extending appropriations for the necessary operations of. 
the Government under certain contingencies." 

On August 2, 1912 : · 
H. R. 16518. An act for tbe relief of the Fifth-Third National 

Bank of Cincinnati, Ohio; and . 
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H. R. 20873. An act for the relief of J. M. H. Mellon, James 
A. l\Iellon, Thomas D. Mellon, Mrs. E. L. Siverd, J. M. H. Mellon, 
Bessie Blue, Mrs. Simpson, Anuie Turley, C. B. Eyler, Luella C. 
Pearce, John McCracken, A. J. Mellon, J. J. Martin, Eugene 
Richmond, Springdale Methodist Episcopal Church, Heidekamp 
Mirror Co., James P. Confer, jr., W. P. Bigley, W. J. Bole, and 
S. A. Moyer, all of Allegheny County, Pa. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 
11 o'clock to-morrow morning. There is a conference report on 
the legislati"re bill, a confereuce report on the wool bill, and I 
v.;ould like to get through both reports and not keep the House 
to too late an hour to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
moue consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
INVESTIGATION OF CLAIMS GROWING OUT OF LATE INSUR~ECTION IN 

MEXICO. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent that Senate joint resolution 103, now on the Speaker's table, 
be taken from the table and laid before the House for present 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that Senate joint resolution 103 be taken from the 
Speaker's table and laid before the House for present considera
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I ask to have the 
resolution reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate joint resolution (S. J. Res. 103) directing the Secretary of State 

to investigate claims of American citizens growing out of the late 
insm·rection in Mexico,. to determine the amounts due, if any, and to 
pre s them for payment. 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, author

ized and directed to make, or cause to be made under his direction, a 
full and thorough investigation of each and all claims of American citi
zens and of persons domiciled in the United States which may be called 
to his attention by claimants or their attorneys for damages for in
juries to their persons or property, received by them or by those of 
w_hom claimants may be the legal representatives, within the boundaries 
or the United States, by means of gunshot wounds or otherwise in
flicted by Mexican F-ederal or insurgent troops during the late insm·rec
tion in Mexico in the year 1911. 

For the- purpose of such investigation the Secretary of War is author
ized to appoint a commission of three officers of the Army, one of whom 
shall be an inspector general. Such commission shall have authority 
to subpCPna witnesses, administer oaths, and· to take evidence on oath 
relating to any such claim and to compel the attendance of witnesses 
and the production of books and papers in any such proceeding by 
application to the district court of the United States for the district 
within which any session ot the commission is held, which court is 
hereby empowered and directed to make all orders and issue all processes 
necessary for that purpose, and said commission shall have all the powers 
conferred by law upon inspectors general of the United States Army ln 
the ~rformance of their duties. Such commission shall report to C1m
gress, through the Secretary of War, as soon as practicable, its findings 
of fact upon each and all the claims presented to it and its conclusion 
as to the justice and equity thereof and as to the proper amount of 
compi:.!nsation or indemnity thereupon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SMITH of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 

vote whereby the joint resolution was passed was laid on the 
table. 

By unanimous consent a similar House joint resolution, No. 
255, now on the calendar, was laid on the table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
. now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its pJ.·evious order, adjourned 
to meet to-morrow, Saturday, August 3, 1912, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIY, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's· table and referred as ·follows: 

1. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, h·ansmitting 
a letter from the Quartermaster General of the Army submit
ting a detailed report and statements of receipts and expendi
t_ures ns provided for in the fortifications appropriation bill ap
pro.>ed August 1, 1904 (H. Doc. No. 895); to the Committee on 
Expenditures in .the War Department and ordered to be printed. 

2. A ~etter from the Postmaster General, transmitting the 
claims of Edgar Allan, jr., postmaster at Richmond, Va. (H. 
Doc. Ko. 894) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of ~ommerce and Labor, ac
knowledging receipt of House resolutrnn 578, in regard to hi(7h 
price of anthracite coal (H. Doc. No. 896) ; to the Committ~e 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND . 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,. bills and resolution were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred .to the several calendars therein named, as follows : 

l\Ir. HAY, from the Committe~ on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill ( H. R. 23627) to amend section 3 of an 
act entitled "An act .to provide for the examination of certain 
officers of the Army, and to regulate promotions therein," ap
proved October 1, 1890, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1126), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 5808) granting right of way aero~ 
Port Discovery Bay United States l\lilitary Reservation to the 
Seattle, Port Angele·s & Lake Crescent Railway, of the State of 
Washington, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1128), which said bill and report were referred• 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

l\Ir. CALDER, from the Committee on Interstate arid Foreigu 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3010) to fix: 
the requirements governing the receipt, transmission, delivery; 
and preservation of messages of interstate telegraph and tele
phone · companies, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 1129), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCOY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4718) to authorize the use of cer
tain unclaimed moneys now in the registry of the United States 
Circuit Court for the Northern District of Ohio for the improve
ment of the libraries of the United States courts for said dis
trict, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1131), which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 1\IEl\IORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Uule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo

rials were inh·oduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 26097) for the purchase of 

a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Conway, 
Ark. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 26098) to authorize tbe Secre
tary of the Treasury to use at his discretion the moneys in the 
general fund of the Treasury which at the close of the fisc<l1 
year are in excess of $125,000,000 for the purpose of reaucing 
the tariff on certain necessities of life; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 2G099) authorizing the towns 
of Ball Bluff, Libby, and Cornish, in the county of Aitkin, 
Minn., to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in 
Aitkin Comity, Minn. ; to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 26100) conveying certain lands to thE1 
T. R. Foley Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. · 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Resolution (H. Res. 657) 
aE..!dng the Secretary of Agriculture for information relative to 
the definition of beer and the labeling, branding, or misbrand
ing thereof and · for copies of p·apers relating thereto ; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolution (H. Res. 658) regarding the sani
tation of the cities of the island of Cuba; to the Comniittee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. HULL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 345) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: Joint resolution (II. J. Res. 
346) to correct an error in H. R. 21230; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. · 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were i.Iltroduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 26101) granting 

a pension to ·Lizzie Nichols Wood; to the Committee on Pen:;;ions. 
By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R: 26102) for the relief of the 

city of New York; to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 26103) to 

amend and correct the military record of Henry H. WiUis; to 
the Committee on Military · Affairs. 

• 
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. By l\fr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 26104) ·for the relief of Loren 
W. Greeno; to the Committee on Na-ral Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 26105) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac V. Vossman; to the Committee on P.ensions. 

By l\fr .. MAYS: A bill (H. n.. 26106) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of Bartlett Baker and others; to the Committee on 
Claims. · 
. By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. ll. 26107) granting an in
crease of pension to Michael Fitzgerald; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pen.sions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. ll. 2G108) for the relief of Pat
rick H. Murphy, aUas Henry Watson; to the Committee on 
l\filitary Affairs. . 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 26109) granting an increase of 
pension to William Barker; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- -
sions. 

By Mr. J. M. C. Sl\IITH: A bill (H. R. 26110) granting an in
crease of . pension to Charles E. Hillis; to the Committee on 
In-raloid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. SPARK.l\IAN: A bill (H. R. 26111) granting.an increase 
of pension to Daniel K. Gillett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of Washington.· 

Camp, No. 22, Patriotic Order Sons of America, Berkeley 
Springs, W. Va., favoring passage of bills restricting immigra
tion; to the Committee ·on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. AYRES: l\Iemorial of the National Association of 
Talking-Machine Jobbers, of Pittsburgh, Pa., against passage 
of the Oldfield bill; to the Committee on Patents. 

By l\Jr. B.A.RTHOLDT: Petition of E. C. Rouse, of St. Louis, 
l\Io., favoring passage of House ·bill 225 9, providing for em
bassy buildings abroad; · to the ,Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. FULLER: Petition of the Committee on Railway 1\Iail 
Pay, of New York City, against changing basis for railway mail 
pay; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOTT: Memorial of the National Association of Talk
ing-Machine Jobbere, of Pittsburgh, Pa., against passage of the 
Oldfield bill; to the Committee on Patents. . 

Also, petition of the Inventors' Guild of New York City, favor
i1g the creation of a patent commission; to the Committee on 
f Rtents. 

Also, memorial of the Committ~e on Railway l\Iail Pay, against 
~lmnges in the basis for railway mail pay; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of W. Atlee Burpee, of Philadelphia, Pa., favor
ing passage of the Sulzer parcel-post bill (H. R. 26006) ; to the 
Commitfee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\Ir. PARRAN: Memorial of Keystone Council, No. 11, 
Order of Independent Americans, of Manayunk, Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring passage of House bill 25309, requiring the flag 
of the United States to be- displayed on all lighthouses of the 
Uniter~ States and insular possessions; to the Committee on 
International and Foreign Commerce. 

By 1\fr. PRAY: Memorial of the Grand Commandery, Knights 
Tomplar, of Montana, favoring passage of House joint resolu
tion 271, permitting emblems or insignia to be inscribed on monu
ments, tombstones, etc.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\Ir. RAKER : Petition of the Committee on Railway l\fail 
Pay, of New York City, tlgainst changing the basis for railway 
mail pay; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, me~Qrial of the National Association of Talking 1\Iachine 
Jobbers, of Pittsburgh; Pa., against passage of the Oldfield bill 
(H. R. 23417); to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of citizens of the State of Nebraska, 
fa-roring prohibiting i:;ectarian garb in Indian schools; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By l\Ir. SULZER: Petition of the Committee on Railway Mail 
Pay, against changing the basis for railway mail pay; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
· Also, :petition of the National Association of Talking Machine 
Jobbers, of Pittsburgh, Pa., against passage of the Oldfield bill, 
proposing change in patent laws; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of De Cappet & Doremus, of New York City, 
fa.rn1ing passage of bill to provide additional aids to navigation; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TILSON: Memorial of the National Association of 
Talking Machine Jobbers, of Pittsburgh, Pa., against passage 
of the Oldfield bill; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Memorial of the National 
Association of Talking Machine Jobbers, of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
against passage of the Oldfield bill, proposing change in" patent 
laws; to the Committee on Patents. 

XLVIII--636 

SEN.ATE. 
SATURDAY, Augitst .3, 1912. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

. l\Jr. BACON took the chair as President pro tempore under 
the previous order of the Senate . 

'.rhe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings when, on request of l\Ir. GA.LLINOER and by unani
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approYed . . 

ESTIMA.TE OF A.PPROPRIA.TION (S. DOC. NO. 893). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Attorney General, submitting an item for in
clusion in the general deficiency. appropriation bill authorizing 
the disbursing clerk of the Department of Justice to pay from 
the appropriation for " salaries, fees, and expenses of marshals, 
United States courts, 1912," the salary of Creighton l\I. Foraker 
for acting as United States marshal, and W. R. Forbes for act
ing as chief office deputy marshal, from January 7 to March 1, 
1912, the interim being between the admission of the Territory 
of New 1\Iexico to statehood and the appointment of a marshal 
by the court, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 

its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. J. Res. 103) directing the Secretary of State to 
investigate the claims of American citizens growing out of the 
late insurrection in l\fe:x:ico, to determine the amounts due, if 
any, and to press them for payment. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 25034) to reduce the duties on manufactures of cotton, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

MEMORIAL. 
1\Ir. KERN presented a memorial of members of the Business 

l\Ien's Association of Lebanon, Ind., remonstrating against the 
passage of the proposed parcel-post bill, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
l\Ir. BRISTOW, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

which was referred the bill (H. R. 606) for the relief of John 
Treffeisen, reported it wit,h amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 1009) thereon. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 19190) for the relief of John 
P. Risley, reported it with an amendment and submitted a re
port (No. 1010) thereon. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the· Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to which was referred the bill (S. 3315) to prohibit 
corporations from making contributions in connection with 
political elections and to limit the amount of such contribu
tions by individuals or persons, reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 1011) thereon. 

I~TERNA.TIONAL CONGRESS ON HYGIENE AND DEMOGRAPHY. 
Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations I 

report back favorably without amendment the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 126) authorizing Federal bureaus doing hygienic 
and demographic work to participate in the exhibition to be 
held in connection with the Fifteenth International Congress ou 
Hygiene and Demography, to be held at Washington, September 
16 to October 4, 1912. I ask the attention of the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to the reading of the joint resolution. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. After the joint resolution has been read, 
I will ask unanimous consent for· its considerati,on. I think 
there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
read for .the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint. resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. . _ , . 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 
. A bill was introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 
. A bill (S.· 7419) -increasing the limit of cost of the post-office 

building at St. Petersburg, Fla. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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